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PREFACE 



A vital national cori^ern is fcrr families m 
to -care for their members, promote ityii- 
vidxftl growth and development,^ and meet 
their needs for food*,* housing, fuel, and 
other requirements essential for health 
and safety. The diversity both of families 
and "of their value systems requires a sim- 
ilar diversity of methods for content and 
t ■ delivery of educational programs. 

* • 

Our purpose is to proposeriew, national 
initiatives in research, ^extension, and 
* higher education ,to help families handle 
* major problems facing them today. The' pro- 
posals are fo£ work to be conducted coop- 
eratively by the U.S. Department of Agri- 
culture, 'the land-grant colleges~~and uni- 
versities, cooperative extension services, 
and other cooperating institutions with ' 
programs in the food ^nd agricultural sci- 
ences. The 'propo^a^ specify new or expan- 
ded hom6 economics activity that will in- 
fluence national goals for family well- 
-being measurably* within 5-10, years* 
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A Comprehensive . 
National Plan for New 
Initiatives in Home 4 
Economics Research, 
Extension, and Higher 
Education 



RECOMMENDATIONS 



The Congress, in the National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, artd 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 called for, 

1 new Federal initiatives to improve and 
expand, research and extehsion programs 
in home economics, human nutrition/ and 
family living, In 1979, acting on 
advice and discussion from the 
Experiment Station Committee on 
Organization &_Policy and Extension 
Committee on Organization & Policy 
Subcommittees on Home Economics, the 
Home Edontynics Commission of the 
National Association of State 
Universities and Land-Grant Colleges, 
the Joint Council on Food and 
Agricultural t Scien<!es and the National 
Agricultural Research and Extension 
Users Advisory Board y iiSDA's Science and 
Education Administration (SEA) established 
a^natfional .steering committee, with 
Representatives from the land-grant 
dolteges : and universities, othe£ 
institutions, a professional society, 

• and a. user 'organization. The Steering 
Committee, after- Reviewing earlier 
reports', recommendations, and issues,, 
designed and lauftctied a process f6r 

* .identifying a few high-priority 

i initiatives needing concerned* effort 
im research, extension^ imsJ/higfier 
education. The Cpmmittee sponsored four 

regional meetings, and obtained* " 

assessments,' through discussion or by 
mail, from about 400 u*ers',~ professional 
persons y and administrators* * * m 

" * ■ * * * , ^* 

Proposed initiatives with specific, focus, , 
^gfoups were orgai\ized under four * 
tbrusts: famriy* economic stability and 

* ^security; eneVgy and environment; 'foo3, 
"nuttjtipn, and ^eatro; and ftoniiy^ 

strengths and social environment* An 
implementation plan was developed" for 
each initiative, -with suggested 
performers, integration of research, 
extension, and^higher education 
activities, and 2-, 5-, and 10-year 
.targets fot the proposed *^lan. 
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The national Steering Conmittee 
recommends: 

1. That SEA affirm national interest in 
serving: families and consumers and 

♦ in strengthening' the impact and 
effectiveness of agricultural 
research and extension by 
maintaining 1 a viable home economics 
program at Federal, State, and local 
levels- 

4 

2. That the New Initiatives proposed in 
this report be implemented .in the . 
order suggested infection IV. 

■ 

3. That the proposed New Initiatives be 
incorporated into SEA budget 

% formulation processes and 

policymaking; specif ically,, » 

> 

. a. That SEA make an FY 1981 

commitment to implement the 
'highest priority 
'initiatives. 

b. That SEA begin the 
preliminary phase of 
implementing these 
initiatives (such as, -project 

. * * planning with involvement of 

cooperators) . 

c. That administrators make a 
concerted effort to direct ( 
funds toward these 

- initiatives in FY 1982. 

d. That SEA managers specify the 
New Initiatives as an area of 
emphasis in SEA budget 
proposals for FY 1983. 



That the Secretary of Agriculture 
establish an Advisory Committee for 
Research, Extension, and Higher 
Education in Home Economics to 
consist of representatives of - * 
organizations. and sectors that took 
leadership in the development of the 
proposed New Initiatives (see 
appendix D and E) . 



That SEA staff and the Advisory 
Committee maintain continuing 
interaction with: 

\ 

The Joint> Counci 1 on Food and 
Agricultural Sciences and its 
Planning and Coordinating 
Committee, 



a. 



c. 



The National Agricultural 
Researfch and Extension Users; 
Advisor/ Board \ $nd 

Appropriate professional , 
associations and user groups, 
such as those mentioned in 
appendix E. 
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SECTION X 
INTRODUCTION 



Hew Initiatives — a plan for strengthened 
'national effort in home economics — ^ 
provide* a„ framework for directing 
program effort Co high-priority 
problems. It focuses on population 
groups most in need of service , and 
presents, recommendations on / 
strengthening organizational 
> arrangements to improve coordination, 

cooperation, and integration of activity 
, among research, extension, and higher 
education .functions , 

This plan rests on three premises; 



Home ec 
ily livi 



onomicg, human nutrition, and 



fatally living form an integral part of 
food and agriculture . Families have a 
major impact on agriculture through 
their consumption and household 
production practices, their provision of 
human capital, and their contribution to 
preserving the quality of the naturai 
envii^pmaent . The agricultural sector, 
in turn, has ja. major impact On family 
well-being* Home economics programs in 
research and extension appiy^and 
integrate scientific findings*, from food 
and agricultural sciences in a manner 
that heftps families with the tasks of 
everyday living. Recognition of the 
importance of this relationship between 
everyday tasks of families and 
-agriculture dated back to the 1862 act 
(5 U.S.C.'Sll) that established the U.&. 
Department of Agriculture#(USDAX: "The 
general design* and duties of which shall 
be to acquire and to diffuse among the 
people of the United States useful 
information on subjects connected with 
agriculture in the most general and 
comprehensiye sense of that word.., 11 ** 
The USDA mandate £or research in home 
"'economics to serve this clientele was 
stated specifically in the Agricultural 
Appropriations Act of 1915-16, and for 
extension work in the Smith-Lever Act of 
I9i4» The charge was reaffirmed and 
further delineated in subsequent acts. 



The Congress, i'njthe National 
Agricultural Research, Extension, and 
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (Title XIV, * 
Public Law 95-113)1/, called for new 
Federal initiatives ,to improve and 
expand the reseach and extension 
programs in home economics* Title XIV 
specifies that tAe term "agricultural 
research 11 rae'afts research in food and 
agricultural sciences, which,. in turn, 
means "sciences relating to food and 
agriculture, in the broadest sense, 
including the social, economic/ and 
political considerations • ».^>f home 
■economics, human nutrition, and family 
life.'..". _ 

These congressional actions reflect an 
enduring public belief XjtiAt production 
agriculture must be responsive to humdn 
issues, and that, to. insure this, the 
complete chain, from production through 
household use, must be the object of 
research and education. 

2> Priority heeds of the clientele are 
known . The most urgent national 
.problems needing research and extension 
effort have been ij^entif ied in recent 
national studiej/and reports. The 
proposed New Initiatives reflect: (a) 
' the findings and recommendations of 
these studies <J5,37) \U (b) "areas of 
emphasis recommended by a comnittee of 
The Joint Councij. on Food and 
Agricultural Sciences ( 19 ); 
(c) priorities recommended in th^ 
October 1979 Report of t t^National 
Agricultural Research afQ Extension 
Users Advisory Board (31); and, (d) the 
identification (through a nationwide 
assessment of users,, scientists, 
educators, and administrators) of 



If See appendix k for excerpts from 
P.L> 95-113. 

.2/under scored numbers in ' 
parentheses refer to items in References 
following Section IV* 1 
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problems most 'appropriate for 
implementation by SEA 'and its, 
cooperator*. Many ofi the priorities 
selected for New Initiatives were among 
recommendations of the 1980 White JHoyse . 
Conference on Families (67) . 

3* Federal leadership and support are 
^ vital to a strong research and education 
program * Problems of families in the 
eighties will require increased effort 
'apd concerted action.; The problems ^pe 
serious; many are national, in -scope. , 
Further, budgetary and other resources, 
under pressure of many other priorities, 
will need to be used as efficiently as 
p<Jssibl$ through better coordination and 
cooperation and more efficient focusing 
of program effort. * 

t 

In the earlier decades of this century, 
USDA-supported research and extension 
programs in home economics, human 
nutrition, and family living made major 
contributions to the well-being of 
families. Examples include labor-saving, 
kitchens, safe methods of home food ' 
preservation, standard budgets for 
families, guidance on financial 

\ planning, methods of work * ^ 
Simplification, information on the value 
of ^household w£rk, and advice on child 
care and nurturing. tThese contributions 
were fully exploited in the fifties and 
sixties, when families were able and 
eager to improve their level of living. 
During those yeajrs, industry became 
extensively involved in consumer 
research^and education, capitalizing 
on and extrapolating from Federal-* aird 
State-supported efforts. Cooperative 
Extension programs in home economic^ Jnd 
fanvily living continued to expand In 
response to popular demand, but the 

. research base for those programs was not 
expanded and updated in like degree. * 
Federal support for 'home economics 
research declined in real terms, and 



some parts of the Federal program were 
phased* out bec^se the need was, less 
apparent than in earlier decades. 

New or intensified problemsNarfc inherent 
in the^socialy economic, 'environment al 
and health trends of the seventies and . 
predictions for the eighties* 
Nationally, there is an awareaess of the 
need to strengthen families to help 
?olve these/problems (67). * 

The strengthening of and commitment 4 to a 
strong, human resources-oriented program 
within agriculture, that includes both a 
Federal component to serve as the focal 
point for national concerns and also a 
network that involves each State and 
reaches families in every>tounty, will 
provide t the most efficient method of 
meeting the historic commitment of the 
food and agricultural system to 
families, * ^ 




SECTION II 
NEW INITIATIVES 



The program purpose of each New 
Initia tive and the pr oposed clientele 
(focus group % in the popuiatiort)~ 



- PURPOSE 



described below are based on analysis * 
aijd recommendations of earlier studies 
and the assessment and review by users , 
scientists, educators, and 
administrators (described in Section ' 
lit: "Development of the New . 
« Initiatives' 1 ) . 

Background information fox? each thrust 
is 'presented, which includes* present 
national situation , assumptions on which 
proposed* initiatives were based, and 
implications * f or new program 
initiatives.^ Current programs 
related' to proposed initiatives are 
described in appendi^ B". ' 



.3/ A supplemental document entitled 
"Statistical Overview of Selected Focus 
Groups" provides additional data 
(available on request from ttje Group 
Leader, Family and Consumers, Program 
Planing Staff / USDA, Room 9, Building - 
005, BARC-W, Beltsville, MD 20705)* 
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THRUST 1: FAMILY ECONOMIC STABILITY AND 
" SECURITY 



Events of tlie^seyenties reintroduced 
many American families to the concepts _ 
of economic scarcity and uncertainty* 
While ttoe overall predictions for the 
eighties are mixed, families .will likely 
continue to face increasing demands on 
their resources and increasingry complex 
economic decisions. To assure that 
families carj/maintain or improve their 
economic— *ell-being during. economic 
stress ^nd £hangQ, we need programs that 
enhance family and consumer ability to 
cope with inflation, income instability, 
attd v other economic stresses, and to 
participate in group actions' that can 
effect economic changes. Specifically, * 
programs are needed^to- develop and y 
'extend essential information: 

A. ... about the effect that family 

resource management decisions 
made early in the family life 
cycle (such as, savings, 
credit, housing, durable 
goods) have on the family's 
future economic situation. 

Focus group : - Families in the 
early stages of the life 
cycle. 

B. ... about optimizing the family's 

real income' through 
home-provided goods and 
services, home-based v 
enterprises , and paid 
employment. % 

Focus groups; Persons with 
limited income and/ or 
\ # employment opportunities , such 
as the elderly or those in 
isolated areas, withi young 
Children, or on 8raall\f arms . 
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C. . ♦ .to assess the Benefits and 
coats of regulations | market 
/conditions, and policy tactions 
^""^fcjiat ratrecf ly affect economic 
choices and well-being of * 
' families, 

* 

Focus group : Families as - 
-consumers, , / 

D, to, enable individuals to 
handle th«eir economic 
responsibi li t ies for. « 
w management of real property,, 
especially during periods of 
family transition,* 

Focus group : Rural families. 



Curricula and, training programs are 
^needed: . m 

E,..,to insure an adequate supply * 
1 of Qualified" research, 

teaching and public education - 
personnel. 

Focus group : Colleges and 
K *f> universities offering advanced 
j * degree programs in family/ and 

consumer economics and 
management ♦ v 

THRUST 2: ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT t 

New Initiatives are .needed to develop 
and communicate research^baaed 
information to assist families in making 
decisions concerning their uae of fossil 
fuel* energy,, water, and other 
nonrenewable and renewable* resources* 
They are. also needed for development of 
sound public policies based oh accurate, 
comprehensive data on families 4 use of 
these resources* Specifically, programs 
are needed (0 develop and extend 
essential information: 



A*.*, on eliminating household 

practices that are inefficient, 
and wasteful*"^ resources and 

^ ^developing, demonstrating, aijd 
providing comparative data on 
alternatives t;hat are 
resource-conserving and on the 
impact of those alternatives 
on quality of life* 

Focus group : Families making 
decisions on housing, 
transportation, recreation, • 
and those practices with 
greatest potential, for * 
resource conservation, . 

B. *.*on resource consumption by . 

types of families (f<*r 
example, .the elderly) in their 

everyday Living. 

■» « 

Focus group : Agencies engaged 
in national and regional 
evaluation, forecasting, and 
planping, t 

C, ,,,on implications of alternative 

resource management policies 
with respect to the Mome 
environment , including 
tradeoffs with family 
nutrition and health, home 
safety and sanitation, family 
economic and social 
well-being, and other aspects 
of family -functioning* 

Focus group : Agencies 
developing resource policies 
that have an impact on 
families, < 



V 



t 
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D..s/. about housing choices 

(structure and location) that 
are resource-efficient^* yet' ' /tJar^ 
• consider the- functioning* -of .* 
the , family with r<specb Iq 
employment , to the community, 
" and sources' of essential goods 
\y -and services. < •* ■ 



fwtusT 3: 



Focus group : College and 
universities offering home 
economics programs, - 

FP0D\ NUTRITION, AND HEALTH 



k ' . Focfag* 'group :* * 'FqpiU-des vho are 1 
forced to 1moVe~or yh^se t / 
housing requirements are" \ ^ 
changing.*. h * / *\J 

^ * % 

E,...on managing expenses resulting 

■ from rXaing energy prices in a k 

manner % that safeguards family 

nutrition and health, horafe 

safety and sani£%tioji, and 

long-term economic security. 

, h Focus jgroup : * Affected 
families', * 




F....ori coping with *Hiergency 
* v ~\ situation* caused by* energy, or 
water shortages, or pther 
„ ^ interruptions to supply. 

Focus group : ^families . 

* 

C.^on program delivery modes that 
require less transportation 

than other modes for clientele 

, • • • % 

or for program professional- 
staff. ' * \ 



tfocus group : 
personnel. 



Extension 



Curricula and^Jjferaining programs are 4 , * 
needed: 

H....*to ensure an adequate 1 supply 
• of qualified research A 

teaching, and pubJLic education 
personnel. v 



Programs of tegearqh, extension, and 
higher "education are needed which 
encompass * or are based on : 

A**... research which facilities 

^adaptation and us$ of "dietary 
• standards and "recoimienfdations 
Uifh as> -the RDA'a*/' and % 
the Dietary Guidelines, for 
■ '* Americans) to -needs and 

. , * problems <o£ families and 

\ 'individuals, taking into ■ / 
accoiint household practice^, 
resource limitations , and - 
p stdge in family life cycle. 

Focus group : Families as 
consumers, 

* + 

B. . . .multidisciplinary nutrition 
* K and education programs which 

^ emphasize nutrition's role in 

health prctaoti^ including: 

* 

1) information to make 
informed food choices 

r t> 

2) diet factors related to 
health risks 

jfr 1 * 3) ways to improve nutritiortal 
quality of food . r) 



4/ * Abbreviations are explained in 
apf>endi& F. 



* * Focus ggoups : Teachers and 
•students in kindergarten 
through 12th grade, other 
educators, food' industry 
executives, Families with 
special needs (single-parent 
families, multi-earner 
families, elderly )\ and 
single-peVson households, 

% 

C. \ ♦ ,hcW £ ood preparation-methods 

thai: reflect dietary guidance,, 
conserve Nutritional quality, 
are economical and Energy 
efficient, and are acceptable 
to given ethnic aqd* cultural 
groups. 

«FocUs groups : Ethnic and 
cultdral minorities, 

D . development of .new knowledge' 
and tested reconxaerfdations 
regarding food safety — 

# recommended handling in 
household, recognition of 




arers of 



hazards, 

Focutt group 
-food irt th. 

E. . , .initiation, stref 
* coordination of 
information and rej 
^ services in communities 

regarding food and nutrition 
programs available to 
families* 




research, education, and 
policy making in household 
food management, food Science, 
food economic 8, nutrition 
science and education, 
community nutrition, and 
dietetics, ' 

Focu* group : , Academ& 
community, • * * 

•.networks to provide nutritiorf 

, education, including 
extension, health care 
providers, higher education, 
research, i . ■ 

- Focus group : Concerned 
professionals. 



THRUST l*\ % FAMILY STRENGTHS AND SOCIAL 
ENVIRONMENT 

Increased effort xn research will < 
provide tire information base for the 
program initiatives that >foHow. For 
maximum impact on family social + 
well-being, an integrative ap^roich is 
required, -one that focuses on the 
interaction of key factors under all. 
four tmrusts. Programs ar<* needed to 
develop \nd extend essential 
informatic 

A,. ...on parenting skills that 

* pr6mote the optimum development of 

• children* 



Focus group : 
residents. 



Urbarf 



F. ., .supplemental education, , 
advanced-degree programs , 
, training grants,, graduate 
assistant stipends, and 
* research funding, designed to 
i^prdduce sufficient numbers of 
competent persons for 
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. Focus gtoups : Child care 
providers, single parents, 
teenaged parents. 

^B....on how families can identify 
and manage the stress 
associated vitH changing 
social and Economic conditions 
(for example, inflation, 
employment outlook), changes 
% in family structure (f<jr 
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BACKGROUND 



example, divorce,^dowhoo<^* 
retirement), ar£ 'other t 
critical life^ints (moving, \ 
job changed/unemployment). 

Focus grbpfl : Affected 

.the/nature, extent, and * £ 
contribution to family •> 
w'ell-bting of support systems 

/taoramunity or multigenera- * 
tional family) that enable,, 
families to plan for and 
adjust to changes "through the 
life cycle. 

Focus groups : Multigenera- 
tional households, geograph- 
ically mobile families, trarv- 
si»nt families- 



the impact of- conmuflitTes , 
ti tut ions, and serviced on 
functioning and well-being 



• on 

institutions, and servi 
the functioning and we] 
of t families. 

Focus group : Community and 
rural development planners. 



/ 



w* 1 



In this section are described tlrl 
^ national situation regarding famfties, 

some basic assumptiQns about the future 

situation, and implications of*the 
. % currfe\t and assumed situations for 

program needs. 

Thrust 1: Family Economic Stability, and. 
Security 

Situation , ■ 



After more than two decades of rapid 
growth in real "incomes, the United 
States is in an inflationary period in 
which growth in real incomes of 
households has slowed down. From 1960 
to 1970, real income of families,' 
(purchasing power) increased at an, , 
average annual rate of 3 percent; from 
1970 to 1978, the annual rate off* 
increase was only 0.8 percent (53) . 
Also, durifig 1970-78, when growth ^n 
purchasing pofcir was low, meifSh income 
of families iJjktirrent dollars nearly 
doubled ($17 ,640, compared with $9,870). 
This gain noved^ families into higher 
income tax brackets and increased their 
mandatory social security ce^tributiotys. 
The hardships caused by inflation have 
been more severe for those without 
substantial real assets, such as young 
families, and for those living on ^> 
relatively fixed incomes, such as many 
elderly individuals and families. 
Inflation is predicted to continue in . 
the eighties. . 

Income stability, as well as purchasing 
power, is a problem for many families. 
Whiie the rate of unemployment tfad 
declined over several years to k. 8 
percent in December 1979, certain 
population groups continued to\have 

'higher rates, such as the 10*5 percent 
for females heading households with 

.children (17) . The rate of unemployment 
may reach 7.5 percent ih 1981 (63); 



thus, these, womenyaa well pother 
segments of the pbpv\lati<jn, face a major 
threat to their economic £tabilip y, 

Dfeath* divorce, and o&her forms of 
family" breakup affect family income 
stability. The divorc^ rate, 9.2 per 
1,006 married women in 1?60, increased 
♦to 22.0 in 1978^ (5g). The Concerns for 
an4 growth of programs '^ddreased^.to 
•displaced homemakers^ testified to the 
seriousness of the ptoblem c\f economic 
stability for women who have spent mqny 
ye^rs- working at home jfo raise families 
and su ddenly lo se theii^prsy ious means 
of support ♦ T&fer^were more th^n 4 > 
million displaced honiemakers in the 
United States in 197$ (28) ,5/ These 
persons frequently do -not show up in 
unemployment statistics because .they 
become discouraged and leave the job 
markfet. *• V v. 

To expand thei^ level of real income and 
^provide income 'sJabi'Mjfy,, families have 
increasingly come to .tidvfe twovearners* 
In 1970, 41 percent of, a 11 wiv^s^yfere in 
•the labor force, compared with 49 
percent in 1979. , The g umber of -ertfployed, 
wives with children* under 6 years 
increased even morp* /f rop 30 to 43" „ 
percent between 1970 and % 197,9 X 33,60), 
While wives clo work f or % personal 
aatisf action, the.majority enter the 
labor, force out <ff * economic necesslty- 
065) + However, an option to.«add another 
Wage earner is not available* to families 
such * as single-parent families, which 
increased in number from 1 of every 9 
families with children' under wVin 1970 
to 1 of *very 5 In 1978.' 



5/ , Women become displaced homemakers 
through divorce, separation, death pr 
disability of a spouse, or through < 
termination of public assistance, which 
allowed them ten remiin 'at home -until^ 
"their children reached 18 years of age. 



In addition to the level and stability 
of # income, the economic well-being of 
families depends on a third factor: ^ 
. income management skills* Families are 
Increasingly challenged by^a complex 
environment in which £0 make economic 
decisions* The array of consumer 
products from which to choose Jiafc 
expanded, 4 consumers receive 
crften conflicting information, and 
consumers 1 awareness of the 
interrelatedness df their economic * 
decisions is increasing* Similarly., in 
the broader economic system, thfc loss of 
control, over the supply of fossil fuel, 
disagreement concerning the value of, t 
many technologies, increasing 
interdependence of the political^ 
economic, and technological systems, and 
the proliferation a£ regulations have 
influenced not only the letting in whiclT 
families make economic decisions, but 
tflso their perception of the efficacy of 
those decisions. * 

• . / 

<An effect of inflation and anxiety abop^/ 
income, stability hate been reduced 

.confidence in personal economic progress ^ 
and general economic stability The 
Index of Consumer Sentiment reported by 
the Institute for Social Research at the 
University of Michigan dropped to 52.8 
in April 1980,' down 13 points froth a 
yfear earlier* Over half the families . 
surveyed it^ ApgLl 1980 indicated that - 
their personal finaitciai situation had 
worsened (15). 



Basic Assumptions 



Continuation of the trend toward 
higher ,-prices, and increasing < 
income k and social security 
taxes* 

Continuation of government 
efforts to slqw the rate of 
price increases. 



UC 
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More instances of scarcity* of 
nonrenewabfe resources in the 
eighties thdn in the past 
decade. * 

, Continuation, 'but blowing, of 
thejtrend for wives' to enter the 
paid labor forcct- 

Continuation of attempt by 
families to try to maintain 
their level o£ Living^ af& f 
UfVstyle, 

.Openness of individuals and 
'families to change in the face 
of economic stress. ^ 



Implications 



the alternatives for families seeking ^o . 
cqpe with inflation and other economic 
stress^ are to (1) increase income fl j£ 
through additional -labor force # 1 

participation of family member* or horae^ 
production of goods and serviced used b^ 
the family ? (2) improve their management, 
skills in allocating income and* other 
resources, such as the* time pf 'family 
members- sp.ent in home production; and 
(}) conaumeM^wer goods and services* 

While labor vEorce projections indicate a. 
continuation of the trend toward. 
dua].r earner families, some population 
trends,, such as the increase in %he 
percentage of single-parent families, 
limit this opportunity. Also, 
families may* not. wish to use this^ 
option. 

Improvement of families 1 skills in f I 
managing -their time and money resources 
and in 'influencing* public policy related 
to such resources is likely to be 
effective in helping families control 
their economic stability and security. 



olutiojts, s however, will depend on the' 
ibiTity of program efforts to fdcus on 
problems that families face: * 

. ■ 

* Adequate preparation for 
retirement. By 2020, the""' 
population age .65 and over will 
make up 15. 5 percent of the - 
4 population, compared with 11,2 
percent in 1979 (AO) , Also, the 
ratio, of working to retired- 
persons, will decline. To what 
extent petired persons become a 
burden to -ypuriger age groups, 
depends mrrtly on the" adequacy 
of financial planning ,£nd 
management tff ihoSme and other 
resources by these persons early 
in their careers, ^he Extension 
Committee on Organization & \ 
Policy (ECOP) report asks for 
increased program emphasis on 
"all*ocatiftg income.,, to provide 
for needs and wants throughout 1 
. the life cycle" C5 ) , 
• 

Determination of t)\e tradeoffs, 
^particularly for women, between 
m working at a paid job to 
purchase goods and services 
needed by the family versus 
working at home to produce those 
■ ' goods and services* While this 
problem is nationwide, rural , 
.women .have specific needs in, 
this area. For example, to what 
extent do women or men on small 
farms who 'ha^e traditionally 
, been involved in farm production 
and management jeopardize their 
ability fo market their produce 
when they take off-farm pnd 
work?' the National Agricultural 
Research and* Extension Users 
Advisory Board, recommends 
" * "., .examining the feasibility of 
and facilitating the development 
of direct marketing via roadside 
Stands,, (31). 



Determination of which goods and 
services that families produce 
for themselves offer the best . 
% opportunity for such families to 
compensate for reductions in 
<purthasingflpower* for example p / 
do the savings frcjn home 
gardening and preservation of 
food^offset .the expenses 
involved? The 1977 ; Horaf* * 
Economics Research and Planning 
Projections Report (hERAPPX 
specifies as a most important 
need" •••measuring the value of 
goods and services produced by 
* various types *of families" 

(21). 

* ♦ 
Adequate preparation and 

financial security in the face 

of divorce from, or death or 

disability of v a spouse* This 

problem is nationwide v although 

rural women' who are farm s 

managers jointly with their 

husbands flee specific problems 

relating to the inheritance of 

the farm property.* The ECOP 

Task Force Report expresses 

concern for the "Lack of 

knowledge about, laws and 

regulations affec ting the family ) 

property descent* . . 11 (5). 



Adequate technical information 
to assess -the implications of 
public "policy (including credit 
and savings regulations v 
property transfer ^aws, and 
cotanni^ity and social services) 
on x faj^ilies* . • 



Thrust 2 : ' Energy and Environment 
Situation ■ 1 

The availability of energy determines 
the availability of goods and services 
and employment p and it influences^ 
quality of life in honfes and communities 
in puf highly industrialized society* 
Rapid increases in energy costs v which 
have contributed to national inflation, 
^require an increase in the percentage of 
the family budget allocated to energy 
payments and create further hardship for 
low income and elderly persons (31) * At 
times v reduced allocation tff gasoline to 
States and panic buying haVe created / 
long gasolinvlines and reduced hours 
when purchases can be made. , These 
conditions increase the -level of 
uncertainty that families* must cope with 
and encroach on time available for 
prcAUictiv^ activities. 

Personal consumption is clearly the 
dominant form of energy use* . Energy » 
used by the household or residential 
sector wak about 24 percent of national 
energy consumption, and gasoline uded in 
personal automobiles and light tpiicks 
1 was an estimated additional 15 ^percent 
(35)* A^so, a substantial sharV^ of 
energy is used in the production of 
goods and services for the household 
sector* 

\ , * 

The energy situation continues to b£ 
" characterized by relatively higfi levels 

of oil imports and supply uncertainties. 

Future world oil price increases and 
'national energy-pr^cijig policies 

intended to .protnote-conservation will 
-lead to further ^increases in the r 

proportion of income spent on household 

energy and gasoline* 



/ 



While energy will be the resource 
problem of greatest public interest 
during the eighties, partly as a 
consequence of policies intended to 

« promote increased domestic production off 
energy, other environmental problems 
will also be^ significant (55.) ♦ For 
example, th<T environment 1 s ability to 
^bfro^b ad4j.tioo4l residues front 
procfuction* and consumption is being 
^trained and a growing portion of gross 
national output is being used in seeking 
solutions to offset the environmental 
deterioration created by production and 

, consumption activities 

Water^hortages are likely in parts of 
the West*over the eighties and nineties 
(55), The national shate of water used 
SLin household consumption currently is 

^estimated *to be 7 percent and rs p 

^projected to increase to 10 perc^it ( 66 ) 



Basic Assumptions . 4t 

, Supply uncertainVtes and 
' adjustments and cost increases 
\ fo r .energy and other resources 
will persist for the short term 
(55).. 

Research can produce technology* 
and knowledge which, when, 
interpreted , disseminated and 

# applied, will result in 

* V sTjfa£ficant reduction in 

resource use* 

. The household is a critical - 
decisionmaking unit for bringing 
-about reduced consumption and * 
• better uqe, of energy and finite 

resources ♦ e 



* Energy used by the household in 
activities related to the use of 
• food and fiber consumes more of 

the Nation's energy than does 
m *the agricultural production of 
food and fiber (6\12T. ^ 

Implications * 

\ 

According to the Users Advisory Board, 
"Energy supply and energy costs are 
among the primary factors likely to 
affect the ability of the U.S. to 
maintain its necessary food arid fiber , 
production capability in the near 
future"(3l) » Solutions -to the Nation's 
resource limitation problems largely 
depend on conservation* "Conservation 
must come from the application of energy 
saving measures in the food and fiber 
system and in housing, household 
operation, and transport ion. To do 
this, families need information that 
will help 'them make sound decisions 
about the use of energy and the * 
application of new, cost-effective 
technologies that have potential' for 
lower energy use/ 1 (5) 



Programs to help families conserve 
energy should take into account: 

Need for adjustment to an 
uncertain and continually t • 
changing energy future; 

-j , Rapid increases in energy costs 
and the prospects for continued 
increases; £ 

. Families' lack of specific 
information about the energy 
consequences of their; , , 
- , consumption and management 
deciSioris and behavior <t42); . 
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public lack of understanding of 
" ' what the Issues are, what the 
facts are % and lack of confi- 
• l . dence in 'the inf6rmation that-' 
' ' is available (42) . 

V V J" 

Such' programs wi'fl' require (a) the * 
development of a strong, - 
interdisciplinary research base that 
focuses, on problems of highest^priority , 
and (b}' the dissemination of results 
from such research. "To develop 
research-based data for efficient 
utilization of energy resources in 
housing and to implement such 
information" has been identified as a * . 
hi^h-priority objective for home 
economics research (37) ■ , 



Thrust 3: Food, Nutrition, and Health 



Situation 



Nutrition affects the health of every 
individual from the time of 'conception 
to death. Eating patterns are 
constantly changing and are influenced 
by many factors, including food prices , 
family ipcome, food advertising and 
marketing, convenience of preparation, 
lifestyles, and Ethnic/cultural 
bacttfFBuitd* Eating patterns 4re also 
ih^i^pnced indirect ly*by the broader 
^- v as-' of energy, the^economy, and 
:eigt\ and % national policy decisions on 
agi&Wlture and food that ultimately 
dete^&M food supply and prices. 

Rapi<tfy^%acalating health care co?ts and 
a gro£in£ realization that the major 
physical and mental healtt\ prdblems of ' 
Amefcjjcans, today are chronic in nature 
and not amenable to and easy 

treatment are' two factors stimulating 
^people to want to take more 
responsibility for their ovnf health 
care. * 



Awareness of facts such as 'the following 
has led" to increasing recognition of „ 
nutrition as a priority issue: 

. The total national cost of 
health care in 1978 was $192 
.billion U3). Annual health 
oare costs will probably reach 
$245 billion in 1980 and $438 
billion in 1985 (14). 

• Heart disease, cancer, stroke, 
and accidents account f'or nearly 
threet-fourths of all deaths in 
the United JJtates* All of these 
are subject to some measare of 
control through altering 
lifestyles, improving the 
- environment, and increasing 
understanding of genetics and 
heredity. 

Some individuals overuse health 
^ervicee-whULo Others postpone 1 r 
use until*it is too late for V/ 
treatment to be effective. 

Inadequate nutrition has been 
identified as a possible 
contributing factor to coronary ( 
heart disease, Eancer, high 
bloody pressure, diabetes 4 
mellitus, dental caries, and 
^ liver disease (36). The . * 

incidence *of some of these 
diseases may be related to fopd 
consumption patterns (57) . 

Consumption Jof fat and 
* > sweeteners has increased 

significantly over the past 50 
~ x ^ years while Consumption of 
complex carbohydrates has 
♦ declined. — . 



o 
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Obesity ia, prevalent ; an 
,estimat;ed 20-40 percent of 
ddults are significantly 
overweight. 
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Basic Assumptions 
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A wide gap will continue to 
exist between what people know 
about diet and what they 
practice unless -education * , 
narrows that gap* 

* t 

Food costs will * continue to 
rise. Although the average % 
percentage of income spent for 
food may continue about the same, 
for the total population, 
persons with fixed incomes are . 
vulnerable. * 

Changing family living styles 
and worlc patterns will influence 
significantly how dietary 
decisions are made and , nutrient 
needs met. 

Health concerns and costs of 
medical c&re will focus 
continued attention on diet as' d 
protective, palliative or 
productive environmental iactor 
in the etiology 'of chronic 
disease. 

Changing demographic patterns 
.(such. as th£ increasing 
'propotftibn of singlertaember ■ 
.hoirtefroids among both young 
adults and the elderly) and* 
adoption of new lifestyles will 
influence the selection and use 
. ofc food and. dietary patterns ^ 
followed i 



/^Consumers will continue to 
^receive nutrition information 
from many sources. Some of this 
information will be lacking in 
accuracy or be controversial. 



; . Despite significant advances in 
, knowledge concerning food, 
<* nutrition and health, the 
research- base required to 
i contradict the inaccuracies, ' 

discriminate among the 
controversial issues and make 
valid recommendations is weaki 

'Implications 

— * . 

* * — — ■ 

Inflation and energy ^shortages 
will act as cpnstraincs on the 
sources , selection, purchase, 
arid preparation of food within 
and outside^the home. 

. The USDA - DHEW Dietary . 
ft Guidelines for Americans provide 
a focus for New Initiatives j. n 

nutrition education. " ~" 

» 

* * * * 

. touch additional work is needed . 
to help consumers use these 

^guidelines. 

v- 

. "Changes in attitude and behavior, 
will^be Necessary before 
long-term modification iti 
dietary patterns can occur* 

' i 

THRUST U i ' FAMILTfc STREKGTHS AND SOCIAL 
ENVIRONMENT . 

Situation ^ 

American families 1 ability to function 
as social environments .in which children 
^re socialized and stres£ is managed* is 
influenced significantly by family 
composition, structure, £pd life*cycle 
changes (l,8i ,9 ,25) . Although the, fast ) 
rate of change in fatdily, life in f the 
seventies is predicted to slow in Jtlie 
eighties and nineties , families dust 
continue to cope with, the cumulative 
effects "of several decades of change 

<u>. 
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The proportion of families and ^ 
individuals affected is large (26) . ^n 
the 15-year period ending in 1 978 ^ 
families experienced the, most 'sustained 
increase in divorce ever recorded in 
this country, and in 1978 there were 5 
divorces per 1,000 individuals. Of 
those now marrying, over one-third are 
likely to divorce at least once, and 
fully one-half of the marriages of youtfg 
couples are expected to end in 
dissolution, Divorce affects children 
profoundly, and as of 1978, one dut of 
fiVe chil4ren was living in one-parent 
households.^ * 

Increasingly, young adults are * 
postponing marriage. Women tended to be 
older at their first marriage (median, - 
2,1 years of age) in 1977 than they 'were . 
a decade earlier. Of women 20 to 24 
years of age, one-thLrd more were 
unmarried in 1978 thin in 1968 (26). 

As more young adults postpone marriage, 
go to work, and establish separate 
households, and as more married couples 
separate or divorce or a spouse dies, 
more adults are living alone, making up 
one- fourth <ft all current households 
(11,39) . The number of young, unmarried 
couples j living together has more than 
doubled in less than a decade (from 
530,000 couples in 1970 to l,137,0gp in 
1978) (11,54). 

Except for the baby boom after World \tir 
II, the U.S. birth rate has generally 
been declining for well over 100 years. t * 
Families during the early years of the c 
?0th century averaged about {our 
children*- In the thirties, average.. * 
families included tfiree children, but 
those, now forming expect to have only 
two children. The period of * 
childbearing has been shortened about 3 
years and the period after the children 
leave home has been increased 11 years. 



Therefore^ young .couples today who 
.remain* married can expeet to live as a 
child-free family for about 14 years 
longer than their elders (26). 

Although years spent in parenting roles 
have decreased, as well as the number of 
children for whom parents are * 
responsible, family- related roles 
continue to be difficult. In a major 
study completed by staff at general 
Mills in 1977 ( 9) , par-ent>\eported that 
m the biggest problem they havfe i*n raising 
children is the world around them. , 
Children are exposed to major social 
problems on a large scale and at early 
ages. Parents fear illegal drugs and 
the consequences, 5nd they are concerned 
about street crime and violenc^ around 
them and on television. ¥ 

Indices related to family well-being 
support these concerns. In 1978, over 
1.1 million teenagers became pregnant; " 
of these 11,000 were under 14 yeqrs of 
age. Such pregnancies cost an estimated 
$8.3 Million a year in welfare and 
rqlftzed expense. Child and spouse abuse 
are serious problems, An estimated 1 
million children run away from home each 
year (34). 



Basic Assumptions 

. 

Healthy family environments, are 
essential to optimum development 
of all family members . r Families 
provide primary social settings 
for the formation of individual 
personality and feelings of 
self-worth, and the development 
of values, skills, and self- 
discipline- essential to 
functioning in a larger social 
and economic context. 
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Improvement of family well-being 
£ requires long-range integration 
of social and economic issues 
and problems *a££ec ting families* 
External conditions will < 
continue to exert pressure on 
family role performance* 

. Families want tq become betto$ 
informed on how -they can be more 
effective in handling internal of 
problems and confronting $ . { 

■ External demands and changes* 

Imprications ' " - 

Alternative strategies for families 
seeking to deal with parenting 
resconsibilities* stress management, and 
midlife crisis a\ to (a) increase 
effective communication skills, (b) findv 
reliable information sources /or answers 
to their qqejtions, (c) improve th*ir 
access to and use of community services 
and supports ,) and (d) understand the 
interdependence of soiial we>l-being "and 
economic stability (see Thrusts 1 and 

2) 0 , ^ 

ion of * these alternatives is 
supported by the testimony of parents 
(9) • For instance , parents want to 
learn more about communicating with 

'children. They want to know about 
symptoms to look for which indicate a 
child may have a problem, and they want 
to j£how where to get help, if needed* 
H*vjto$ trustworthy information is 
import ant to them. T^ey turn to 
teachers , educators,- child 
psychologists , and clergy as information 
sources. Classes or, study groups in 
which parents meet together to ask 

■ questions and discuss mutual problems t 
are a recognized need.-* In listing study 
topixs, parents focus on problems 
linking family members and community 



systems » For instance, they are 
concerned about parent-child relatiops 
fc and equal rights within families, ♦ 
working mothers and quality child care, 
education at home and at schodl, . 
sexuality and teenage pregnancy, and 
economics, rejligiqn, ^nd values. 
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,&ECTIOH III- DEVELOPMENT OF THE -NEW 



PROCESS 



INITIATIVES 



This section describes how the* 
initiatives were identified and 
assessed and how plan€ and 
recoeraendjtions were developed for 

^ their' implementation* Conceptual 

* issue's ind- criteria are p^esentea^ 
that werf identified by the Steering 

^oirtni^ee and used in developing the 
initiatives. Lastly, results are \ 
given of the assessment of the- draft 
initiatives by participants in four 

Regional meetings*. 



4 ; 



s 



* • ♦ 
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Initiation of Activity 

The Chairman of the Experiment 
Station Comnittee on Organization 
and Policy (ESCOP) Subcommittee on 
Home Economics, in a letter 
(February 1979) to the IXirector of 
the USDA's Science and Education 
Administration, suggested that "The 
Science and Education 
Administration/Joint Planning and 
Evaluation, in cooperation with 
appropriate outside 
units* . undertake development of a 
comprehensive long-range plan to \ 
delineate .State and Federal 
responsibilities in home economics, 
including* research, extension, and 
higher education." Thi/6 suggestion 
was discussed at meetings of the 
Home Economics Subcommittee of * 
.Extension Committee on Organization 
and Policy (ECOP); the Joint Council 
on Food and Agricultural Sciences; 
the National Agricultural Research 
and Extension Users ^dvispry Boqrd; 
and the Commission on Home Economics 
of the National Association of State 
Universities and Land Gr.ant 
Colleges, On the advice of these bodies, 
the Science and Education Administration 
established a national Steering Committee 
representing key professional and user 
groups ♦£/ 

Initial Planning by Steering Committee 



T 

'The Steering Committed reviewed recent 
national studies and reports that; 
identified and documented program ndeds 
and priorities in home economics 
research, extension, and higher 
education* The major reports reviewed 
had been developed through extensive 
consultation and involvement of 
professional workers, administrators,, and 
users (3,37,49) ♦ 



6/ See appendix D for membership pf 
Steering Committee* 
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Jpxt, the Steering Committee drafted a 

:ument proposing New Initiatives* to be 
un<tar(?aken as part of a comprehensive SEA 
plark for home economics research, 
extension and higher education as called 
► for i\ the, 19?J .legislation. Then, the 
Steering -C6mtnit tee developed and' 
participated actively in^a process to 
providevfor broad-based participation in 
* the development of a plan for New 
Initiations. 7/ . 



Regional Mc 
Assessments 



itingg and Individual 



Four region* 
obtain assesj 
and administi 
proposed New 
planning conm'ji 
professional 



meetings were held to 

^s of user, professional, 
\tox groups regarding the 
initiatives. 8/ Local 
:tees, representing 
id user groups, were 
established in [each region. They 
developed participant lists for the 
regions, extended invitations, and 
arranged intensive 1-day, workshop-type 
sessions to review, interpret, and 
analyze the proposed initiatives. 

Copies of the preliminary national plan 
for "New Initiatives for Home Economics 
Research, Extension, and Higher 
Education 1 ' were sent to the conference 
participants to review prior ,to the 
meetings. Approximately 375 persons from 
44 States and the District of Columbia; 
participated i» the evaluation sessions 
held in St. Louis, Seattle, Philadelphia, 
and> Atlanta. They represented a broad 
spectrin of user, professional, and 
administrator groups, such as: 

* 

Displaced Homemaker Network 
Northwest Indian Women's Circle 
State Bureau of Aging 
State 4-H Leaders 9 



7/see appendix C for process 
sequence and timetable. ^ 

£/see appendix E for regional 
meeting details. 



County Community Center* # 
State Consume^ League 
League of Women Voters 
Power Company Supervisors of 

Customer E<tucati'on 
Presidents' of State Home Economics 

, Associations 

State Leaders of Home. Economics - % 
Extension 
t §uJ>ject*-Mat*ter Specialists 

N Administrators m o£ College Home 
Economics Programs 
Directors of Agricultural 
Experiment Stations 

Regional meetings were introduced by an 
overview of (a) the process being 
followed to develop the rfeport and 
recommendations , (b) USDA perspectives on 
New Initiatives for home economics, (c) 
priority needs of families in the 
eighties and the specific proposals for 
addressing those needs,' and (d) various 
perspectives on the proposed thrusts. A 
summary of the criteria to be used in 
evaluating proposed new initiatives was 
also presented. It was explained that 
the NeW Initiatives should, be (a) 
practicable, (b) focused^ (c) central to 
home economics, (d) cross-cutting among 
content areas, (e) an integrating of 
tesearch and education, and (f) limited 
to the most utgent national needs of the 
eighties. 

After the overview, participants at each 
location were divided into groups of 
their choice for a focused discussion of 
at r least one proposed thrust area. Group 
facilitators or leaders and. recorders 
wete briefed prior to these discussion 
sessions as to parameters and ultimate 
goals of the discussions. For example, 
they were to encourage all participants 
v to present their suggestions, questions, 
ideas, .proposals, examples, 1 
assessments , arguments, and doubts. The 
issues were to be within the parameters 
suggested by the following factors: 
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USDA's responsitLli ( gk^j^the leai 
agency in the F v eder^ Gg^fnment for 
the food and agricultural /sciences ^ 
(which included home economics, 
hunran nutrition, and family Life); 



Current (and future) national 

ronomic problems and- social issues 
jithin the domain of home economics, 



Hora«i economies' unique current and 
potential contribution to preventing 
and salving' such problems , 

The groups 1 discussions were 'designed to 
yield respon$e\ to the broad questions 
below: 

I. What raaj&r initiatives in home 
economics Vesearch, extension, 
and teaching should be 
emphasized? \ 



2. What specific 
stressed? 



jpects should 



3. .Uko should be ser\ 
priority basis? 



on a 



9 

ERLC 




Persons invited to regional meetings who 
were not able to attend had an 

i 

opportunity to review the draft report 
and mail in their evaluations .of the 
proposed national plan* Home economics 
administrators of research, extension, 
and higher education programs in all 
States received copies of th^ draft 
report and a request for r^m^se. Users 
and other professionals and 
administrators (292 persons) 1ftTI£ng to^ 
assess the proposed initiatives tfere.also 
provided copies of the draft document. 

Preparation of Final RepoVt 

The Steering Committee reviewed the 
assessments and comments from regional 
meeting participant* and otfiers and ' A* 
modified the d^aft initiatives* An 
inventory was pfc;§pared of existing 
programs that related_directly tb the 
proposed initiatives .£/ Planar and 
recommendations for^ implementing ^ 
initiatives were developed. ♦ 
f 4 « 



4. Why, a^e these initiatives 
these populations give 

* priority? 

5. ''How might these initiatives be 

implemented? 

Recorder* compiled notes^ and submit t< 
summary sheet 'for their discussion 
groups. In addition/ eacH participant* 
watt encouraged to complete at least one 
''Individual Assessment" form. These were 1 
collected at the end of the day or 
received later by mail. Meeting ■ 
participants at all locations expressed 
enthusiasm about the total effort, 
appreciation of the opportunity to share 
in this national endeavor, and 
frustration that the time seemed muct] too 
short for an Indepth analysis of all 
pertinent issues. * 



\ 
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2j5ee appendix B, Existing 
Programs. , 
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^Methods of Dissemination 

— r~ ^ — 1 - i * ' 1 . 

A vide array # of methods to ^disseminate % 
information 'are currently in use* Som4, 
- such as radio or television 

announcements, are used primarily to 
* — Create awareness of program offerings 
that are available; others are used to 
corfvey detailed technical information. 

"Meetings continue* to be an important and 
viable way to 'convey information,* because 
learning takes place not only as a result 
of the pre sent at ion. made by the 
' "educator," but also from the sharing of 
information about life experiences shared 
by meeting participants* Attendance at 
meetings is eroded by (i) increased cost, 
of travel to det to a meeting site,, and 
A2) increased difficulty in scheduling 
meetings because of the increased 
proportion of p'ot^ial clientele that" 
are in the labor force. Newsletters are* 
another way to reach significant numbers 
of people with information tailored to 
their particular interests. -% 

Technical advances are occurring that 
allow educators to direct message^ to 
specialized audiences. Taped telephone 
messages, 'telephone call-in services, 
^computer-assisted .learning programs, 4 . 
Vide/fjkesenfcations , correspondence 
courses and exhibits in topping- mails 
' and other places can be used to .the 
extent that budget permits. One-on-one 
teaching is done in specialized 4 » 
. * programs such as the Expanded Food* and 
Nutrition Education Program, where 
paraprpfessional aides, teach lawriyome 
homexnakers that canndt be" reached^by ; . 
% other methods. .OtJieif individual" teaching 
situations, for Extension etfAcators 
include telephone calls, visits, and 
/letters. Publications have long been an 
\information dissemination tool used by 
^ coqnty Extension staff, but distribution! 
is limited by* budgets. High production, 
mailing and overhead costs, and the 
—^magnitude of demand when publications are 

ERIC ... 2 



offered in large urban areas necessitates 
policies in some States whicl^ restrict 
distribution. 



. The effectiveness of different methods • 
varies w'ith the ^lifestyle, educational^ 
level, and other characteristics of the 
individual clients and communities,* with 
the local resources and staff, and with 

• me type and intended* use of .information. 
Since Extension serves a^diverse ^ 
clientele and there. are differences 
within and between States, there are 
limits to the types of materials that can 
be produced at the national level. An 
alternative which could *be*iised more 
extensively by Federal agencies for work 
needed by se^ral States or a region is 
to contract with State Cooperative 
Extensiqp Services that have the / 
necessary staff skills and technical 
resources. \ 

Educational specialists, including those 
concerned with Extension programs, 
generally £o not recommend rigid 
pre-8election of method, or reliance on a 
single method of education. Strategies 
which include several methods and allow 
flexibility and variation to accomodate 
Client differences have 6een demonstrated 
to be more effective. ~* * 

, w * 

Systems • 0 * 

USDA (primarily the Science and Education 
Administration) and its partners and 
cooperators (primarily the State % 
'Cooperative Ey*ension Services and State 
Agricultural Experiment Stations) are 
interrelated systems that conduct 
research and education. These existing 
systems offer major advantages— they 
comprise networks that extend into eyety 
.State and (for Extension) county; they 
provide for communication an<f sharing 
among scientists; and they provide stable 
arrangements for performing essential 
functions. 
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Yet, patterns and practices that evolved 
in p rev io us^ decades need to be adjusted 
to make efficient use of new technology 
and to be adapted to a more urbanized, 
mobile society tojftich some nces 
related to geographic location have 
become less important. Ways should be 
initiated for developing critical masses 
of scientific and educational effort or 
greater specialisation of professional 
efforts to address complex problems. 
National concerrfs such as energy 
conservation, the complexity o'f the 
issues involved in such concerns, and the 
scarcity of ^p-to-date, adequate research 
in many problem areas have increased the 
need for t closer work between research and 
extension to ensure sound, effective use 

of research information. 

« 

Audiences 

Dissemination of home* economics 
information has been addressed from four- 
perspectives: (l) subject matter (for 
example, food and .nutrition, housing, 
clothing and textij.es, family economics, 
child development); (2) the .developmental 
levels of individuals and* families in the 
audiencesH^or example/ adolescence, 
young married, elderly), which give -rise 
to fptcific problems; (3) special 
characteristics of some audiences (low 
income, handicapped, ethnic .group 
member), which give rise to special 
• needs; and (4) limitations of 
communication and technology* 



Information Reliability 

.Families gain information ffom many 
sources, some reliable and some less 
reliable* The existence of USDA and 
university research and Cooperative 
Extension as credible sources has 
considerable value, but maintaining the 
credulity of those programs presents £ 
continuing challenge. Family and 
consumer needs, for information from these 
programs continually change* Budgeting* 
support for new research and 
informational materials is limited, yet 
the subject matter and audience to cover 
are broad. To be useful ai)d credible, ' 
information must be based on research, 
disseminated promptly, available when 
needed, of the kind needed, and in a form 
that can be used* 




ISSUES 



/ 



The home economics component of extension 
t and .research systems functioned extremely, 
well in' the early decades "of its history * 
aftd in the seventies continued to 
function well within limits imposed by 
declining budgets (in real terras),, staff 
numbers that did not increase in 
proportion to the Increasing demands of 
.larger audiences, institutional 
arrangements which 1 we re not modified to 
reflect fully new technology in 
communications and research, «and 
established relationships witfi client 
groups . The main organisational issue 
that the Steering Committee addressed was 
what should be done to provide effective 
service to families in the eighties 
Effort must be made to remove limitations 
that currently inhibit and hamper home 
economics efforts to serve high priority 
audiences, such as the inner-city poor, 
the" elderly, and single-parent families: 
audiences identified both by research and 
Extension staff aa needing special 
emphasis. Seven ipecificf issues within 
this general issue were examined: 

Linkage 

State and Federal research needs to be 
linked with education: 
* 

At the local level, to ensure that 
r national data are interpreted for " 
ifia^i conditions, that specific 
^ applied studies are conducted to 

obtain needed local data (on options 
- available to families, 

identification of and~solutions to 
"local problems, and so on), and* that 
research information is disseminated 
to audiences. 

At the national or regional level, 
to ensure that widely needed major 
research studies are identified and 
initiated, and the results 
rintetpreted fcnd disseminated. 



At the national level, to ensure 
that joint action by universities — 
and Federal agencies occurs on 
scientific issues . 

■ * 
At all levels, to ensure that 
research results are used in 
educational programs. 

Existing cooperation^ is informal and 
fragmented. Linkage isjnost effective in 
State* which have joint research- 
extension appointments or other 
facilitating mechanisms and emphases. m An 
estimated 7 percent of the home economics 
research information used by Extension 
workers in a State is suppli'ed by thfe 
experiment station in thfeir State. At 
the national fevel, good linkage exists 
between research and Extension, but 
Federal research can supply only a 
fraction of the data needed. Joint 
undertakings by universities and Federal 
agencies # are few and fragmentary, mainly 
because of budgetary and staff time 
limitations. .Substantial amounts of data 
needed for home economics Extension are 
not available from any spurce. 

Critical Mass 



There is a need to focus resources — 
professional personnel and bildget--on 
projects that are expensive* or need to be 
done on a large scale and which would 
yield results needed in several States, 
specifically — large-scale data 
collections which are essential f6r 
many specific analyses and are too 
costly to be done by individual 
scientists in States. 

Educational and informational 
program materials (video tapes, 
technical monographs and bulletins, 
computer instructional materials, 
and the like) that require large 
budgets to develop but could be used 
widely, 
N 
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Existing mechanising' for cooperative 
"activity (regional research projects and 
development of information resources) are^ 
fragmentary, pften inefficient for some 
phases of the research or OT&seminat ion 
process/ and dependent on availability of 
funds, Interest in States, and voluntary 
cooperation. '« - w t 



fc Screening 



There is a need for screening of 
materials u3.ed in information' arid 
education programs 'to ensure that they 
are scientifically Bound and free from 
bias. Extension and resident staff use 
materials frgm many dpurces. Some are 
obtained 'from Extension or research or 
other professional sources; some from 
business ahd industry and other, 
commercial sources. Many States have a 
review ptocess for publicatipns written 
or produced* by professional staff in 
Extension, research, or 1 resident 
instruction., HcJwevet, standards for 
acceptance df material and quality and 
thoroughness- of ^pview vary. Screening 
of material from commercial, sources is 
done by" individual staff members, who do 
dot always have adequate time or 
expertise to ^valuate materials in all 
subject are as \f or which they aVe 
responsible^ 



Sharing 
— ' * 

There is a need* for cehtral rtffcositori.es 
a^d for cata^log{ng^ duplicating and 
disseminating services to aid sharing of, 
educational material^ that are Suitable 
for use in many States. Seme limited, 
informal services are "in u A an? pilot 

* studiep are underlay. The* s are hampered 
because volume of materials is' so largfe 
and mechanism* arg lacking or delecting 

- and classifying* materials if, accordance 
with their 'appropriateness md 
recommended ufee. Current ly&ntf) 
comprehensive system "exists uhat is 
practical and efficient. Th^ National 



Agricultural 'Research and Extension Users 
Advisory Board (UAB) states: 9 

Throughout several of the specific 
recommendations that we have made runs 
the call for increased attention to 
collaborative effort^ between public 
and private organizations. The food 
and agricultural research and extension 
system Kas traditionally tended to 
cooperate closely with cert*ain private 
sector interests. We support the 
ebneept of public-private collaboration 
and would generally urge that research 
and extension providers seek to 
increase such cooperation and seek to 
involve a wide** range of both private 
and other public organizations wherever 
possible. We also urge better 
cooperation from private sector 
. organizations in providing data and 
otherwise cooperating with public 
research and extension programs 
(31, p. 6). 



Planning for Target Audiences 

There is a need for rigorous, well r 
documented, short- and long-term planning 
of applied research and information/ 
education activities, which relate 
program emphasis and directions to 
characteristics <and needs of definable 
populatiofi groups* Examples of excellent 
planning in research and Extension are 
num£rous^. However, a wide range in 
thoroughness and rigor of planning can 
also be found. This 'depends partly on 
the availability of suitable data for 
planning purposes, and partly on the 
degree of interest and planning expertise 
on* the part of those involved. * 
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Delivery to Target Audiences " 

There is a need for program delivery by 
appropriate modes and at locations and * 
time* accessible and convenient to target 
audiences, and adequate to the numbers to 
be served. Few Extension offices or 
program delivery outlets are located near 
inner city residents* Staff and budget 
to serve this audience are limited. 
"Convenience as to other target audiences 
varies by State; it is considerably less 
than optimum for some audiences in most 
States* Dissemination modes are not as 
well developed for nor adapted to target 
audiences, as would be possible with 
currently available technology. The UAB 
states': 

T ' ' 

The extension system has increasingly 
found itself dealing with issues that 
other numerous *ng varied organizations 
(large and~tfmall, public and private) 
are also addressing.. Examples include 
energy, nutrition, and consumer 
education. Our. concern has been raised 
o^er the' role SEA-Extension should play 
regarding (1) whether or not extension 
programs should continue to focus 
primarily on the direct delivery of 
'extension information to extension 
clients, and (2) whether or not 
extension programs should focus on 
supporting and cooperating wiffi 
extended education efforts of other 
organizations without seeking to manage 
them. Extension has excellent and 
unique university fifiA USDA research 
linkages, superior capacity to develop 
educational materials, a superior local 
staffing structure, and superior 
comtunications capabilities which could 
feasibly be utilized to support and 
enhance a wide range of public service 
and education programs with lesser 
resources (31, pp* 5-6)/ 



Professional Training 



Finally, we need researchers, educators,' 
program leaders, and administrators ^ 
trained. in pertinent competences and new 
technologies and subject raatfcer. We also 
need, -periodic review and updating of 
higher education curricula and academic 
standards and strengthening of University 
faculties, to ensure adequate preparation 
of workers in home economics research and 
Extension. Currently, responsibilities ^ 
for offering and monitoring inservice 
training are not defined, -and standards 
for professional refreshment and updating 
are*lack£tig. - 

Implications of Issues * 

1. Needs of fdtoilies in the targeted 
population segment (focus groups) should 
be the principal determinants of program 
content. 

2. Eff,ectiye, efficient use of existing 
professional staff and development of- 
informational or educational materials to 
serve identified needs should be the 
principal determinant of organizational 
arrangements, 

• 

3. There is a need for* deyelopdent- of 
new information (research) and for 
interpretation of new and' existing 
information to; (a) address specific 
problems and client situations and (b) 
ensure that information is suitable to 
current and potential program delivery 
modes and compatible with audience 
preferences and capabilities. 

4. Existing systems (research aYid 
extension) have the potential for 
supplying essential information and 

tTssemination needs, 

5. Focus groups 1 can -be identified and 
served through expansion and/or* 
adaptation of existing networks. 
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CRITERIA POR NEW INITIATIVES 



The Steering Committee developed two sets 
of criteria: criteria for identifying 
program proposals that the Committee 
Vouid consider fox possible inclusion in 
the set of New Initiatives* and criteria 
for assessing those proposals to identify 
those of highest priority. 

Criteria to identify new initiatives were 
the extent to which ttyfe proposed effort 
Would involve: 

1. Significant expansion of effort ^ n 
one or TBtTTe content areas . Current 
programs include research and educational 

r act^vity in all the areas of taajor need, 
bpt* level of efLfort is not necessarily 
cbmensuTate with the needs for a 
program. 

2. Serving new or expanded audiences . 
Theoretically, all U.S. households have 
been the clientele. In f^pt, although 
complete data ar£ lacking*- reports 
indicate that the percentage of families 
in some population groups reached by 
direct contact through Cooperative ^ 
Extension is low (for example, inner city 
'or low income), and that research on 
problems of some kinds of families (such 

,as, one-parent or other nontraditional 
family forms) is insufficient.** Three^ 
population groups identified as meriting 
additional attention are: 

\ • i 

Groups which economic and social J 
condition* affect with special 
severity: the poor, elderly, inner 
city residents, isolated rural 
residents, and .one-parent families; 

Groups not being reached as 
effectively or comprehensively as 
their needs warrant, urban consumers, 
* ytiung families, and the poor; „ * 

Groups from which major reductions in . 
energy use and food, waste could 
result, nationally, from changes in 
consumption practices: middle- and 
high-income households. 



3. New information or educational 
methods . Need for updated or new 
research-based information for delivery 
through home economics teaching and 
extension programs has been documented in 

1 several reports (5, 37,49 ) , 

• ■ 
Therefore, New Initiatives could focus on 

developing and disseminating significant 

new or expanded research. A wi*de variety 

of Extension program delivery methods are 

used, for the most part without rigorous 

evaluation of their relative 

effectiveness* Therefore, New * 

Initiatives could ocas on experimenting 

with methodologies, a'ssqssing their 

relative cost and effectiveness for 

producing identified, kinds of behavior 

change, and adopting the most efficient 

methodologies . * 

■ F 

4. New mechanisms' or organizational 
arrangements to coordinate , give 
direction to , or monitor research and 
education progra ms. The lack of a good 
flow of research information .bet ween the 
research and Extension systems is well 
documented, as is, the lack or inadequacy 
of evaluation in both systems*" New j 
Initiatives could focus on tetter flow 
and evaluation. Means for giving 
direction to a coordinated research/ 
education program should necessarily be*a 
part of such initiatives. v — . 

Criteria used to assess initiatives were 
the extent to which jthe proposed effort 
could- be effectively implemented ayd 
achieve the following: 

1. Contribute to resolution of national 
problems or "concerns (inflation, 
diminishing energy supply, and so on) 
experienced by a significant segment of 

i American families. * 

2. Serve a. new or expanded audience*^ 

3. Reflect scientific and technical, 
soundness. 
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/4* Reflect integration of existing 
information and programmatic efforts 
currently addressing similar or related 
problems/concerns* 

5. Contribute to .identification of gaps 
in knowledge or data" and provide For the 
acquisition of such knowledge and/or 
data* 

o. Allow for the implementation of ^ 
unique programs focusing on solutions to B 
problems of American families* 

7, Contribute to improved coordination 
and appropriate efforts in teaching, 
research, and Extension programs relative 
to a documented, significant problem of a' 
target pppulation o^ families* 

* 

8. Provide for* delivery of new 
knowledge/research, ' • \ 

9* Provide for needed experimentati&n 
with methodologies , delivery, systems, ahd 
so on*. 



In general, the regional jaeeting 
participants, and those who mailed 
connents, sttongly endorsed ^the proposed 
thrust areas as of paramount importance, 
And the proposed Nek Initiative^* as 
essential to be ^pursued. These comments 
and proposals were carefully reviewed by 
Science and Education Administration 
staffi, incorporated vinto changes and 
rfddid^ons to the draft, and submitted to s 
the national Steering gommittee for final . 
'decision. Summary of reaction to ,the 
proposals of users, professionals, and 
administrators follows. 

Family Economic Stability apd^ 
Seci/rity ^ 



Thrust 1: 



Regional participants gave broadest 
support to the initiative which addressed 
family financial management over the 
lifespan. Initiatives related 'to 
household production were' supported In 
all regions* , The initiative on 
majja^ement of family property was 
supported strongly in the West and South, 
but it was not identified £8 a high 
priority in the North- Central and 
Northeastern regions. ' The initiative on - 
public policy received thj> least support, 
but several regional groups drafted 
additional new initiatives related to 
similar issues of public policy and v 
family economic stability and security* • 



seci 
and 
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Reactor^ at the North-Central 
'Northeastern regional meetings suggested . 
that program clientele not be limited to 
specific groups but r^thet that all 
.families and- consumers would benefit from 
efforts to enhance economic stability and * 
security* Sp/teifically, they suggested 
the need to serve urban as well as rural 
groups and men as well as women? * 

As tq, program consent, conferees cade ting) v 
in the Northeastern region, as w$ll as 
.several independent reviewers, felt; that 
inherent in the specific programs should 
be efforts to encourage' resource 
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conservation so families could attain 
more delf-suff iciency and self-reliance* 
The Northeastern conf favored 
incorporation of a specific! value L 
orientation in program efforts in this 

initiative.. This view was vehemently 
opposed by reviewers in other regions. 

Thrust 2: Sn^rgy and Environment^ W 

, React or s # from all regional meetings 
strongly supported proposed New 
Initiatives in energy and environment , 
particularly the first "five initiatives. 
The need to help families reduce waste 9 
and practice conservation was voiced in 
all four regions* Participants in the 
, Northeastern and Notth-Central regions 
emphasized housing or residential 
J conservation as most important, while the 
Western region also included 
transportation and recreation* , 
Participants in the South and West urged 
the study of tradeoffs associated rfith 
resource conservation alternatives* 
There was considerable support for 
broadening the focus of the energy and 
environment thrust to ijmlude "renewable 
resources/ 1 "Renewable 'fefcources" were 
not precisely defined, but included , 
renewable energy sources, air, land, and 
* food~and fiber* The draft initiatives 
were aopoWingly expanded and slightly 
. re focused. 

The approach generally endorsed by the 
„ reictors for implementing the objectives 
*of the energy and environment initiative^ 
was fo*develop and provide reaearch-bae^d 
information for informed decisionmaking » 
and the consideration of alternatives* 
•However, many persons thought that 
emphasis instead, should be on behavioral 
.research that rotiid form the basis for 
^\^<Botivating families to accept the 
/^realities of resource scarcities and 
modify "their lifestyles*, 4 
% ■ 

\ ** ■ 

Cements of st buaber of £rougj and 

individuals emphasized sVlral pointer , 

ERJC 



Home economics research- and education 
* workers can contribute importantly to 
energy and resource use/ but the 
approach should be interdisciplinary, 
t and cooperation and communication Wi£h 
' professionals in other fields are 
necessary* 

Tradeoffs exist between resource 
conservation and other aspects of 
family functioning, inctudiag^heaith 
and safety; and home economists should 
develop and interpret information on 
such tradeoffs to help with develop- 
ment of public policies as well as 
With family decisionmaking. 

Home economists should develops 
research-based infoxmationf on \~/ * 
approaches ,that families can choose 
from* 

* Value systems and cultural 'and 
regional differences should be l 
considered and respected by .planners 
of New Initiatives* 

' New Initiatives should build 6n the* 

successes pf existing^ home economics f 

programs and organizational* 

structures. 

* 

Thrust 3: Food, Nutrition, ajid Health^ 
• 

New Initiatives or expanded program 
emphasis in the area of food, nutrition, v 
and health Were supported by group 
discussion reports and individual 
assessments from all four regions* The 
general approach was 'endorsed* Each 
draft initiative ranked first or second 
in two or more regions and several 
additional" initiatives were proposed. 
None were rejected** Many useful 
comments and suggestions were provided to 
add specificity or clarity to them* * 
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v tfany persons stressed the interdependence^ 
of the initiatives and the need for 

% concerted action to implement then. The 
interrelationship of food, nutrition, and 
health with family economic stability and 

* security was stressed. 

There was no consensus on focus groups; 
many indicated "all Americans 11 or "all 
families 11 were the group to be reached* 
Specif i'c ( target populations mentioned 
wex;e: low" income, elderly, and handi- 
capped' persons; and young children. The 
need for nutrition education in * 
kindergarten through 12th grade was 
mentioned by many* 

Thrust A: Family Strengths and Social 
Environment 



t 



Finally, many individual evaluations and 
group reports, especially in the Sputh 
and Nor tfi east, stressed the need to 
Assess family strengths, in other Words, 
ktudy the characteristics of 
well-functioning families and base new 
programs on .these research findings. 



' New Initiatives related to family 
strengths and social environments were*" 
supported by reactors at all regional < 
meetings in three specific areas: (1) 

v parenjf education,* (2) family adjustment 
to change and management of stress, and . 
(3) j family and individual adjustment to 

^ midlife. Little support was voiced for 
initiatives on intergenerationai 
differences between v teenaged children arid 

-their parents. Iff three regions, 
North-Central, Western, and Southern, 

, reactors suggested new research and 
program efforts be initiated regarding ^ 
family relationships across generations. 

*> 

Thre Northeastern, North-Central, and 
Southern groups suggested initiatives on 
tfie interrelationships of families and 
public policy decisions. Many 
reactors also stressed the need to view 
t^fe-^gmily from a systems, perspective; 
that is,. through research, Extension; and 
higher education, to tfiew the family 
within the broad social context in which 
it functions^ 
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SECTION IV. IMPLEMENTATION 



The implementation plans proposed in , 
this section address major needs of user, 
groups for the, eighties and reflect* the 
Steerin'g Committee's judgment regarding/ 
the most efficient manner of pursuing 
needed work. The section includes an 
^ analysis of needs fos strengthening the t 
current system, a proposed priority 
sdrdtxr for implementing the initiatives, 
/ and an implementation plan and program 
f targets for each specific initiative. 



\ 



NEEDS FOR STRENGTHENING THE SYSTEM 

The peering Conxnittee, taking into 
account it's own analysis and the 
\ assessments* of users, scientists, J 
educators, and administrators, concluded* 
-fhat the existing systjem—USDA and its 
artners and cooperators— should be 
ilized^ and that functions performed by 
the system should be strengthened to 
mqet the following needs; * 

The need for convenient and 



* accessible program delivery outlets , 
lipked to needs for— 

(a) obtaining reliable and valid 
measures of the needs of the focus s 
group, 

*> 

# .(b) developing approaches 
specifically suited to high-density 
population areas* and to specific 
focus groups, and 1 

(c) evaluating progr&m results and - 
delivery methods on a continuing » 
basis to m assure program , 
effectiveness^ 

Functions performed by the system : 

^Ascertaining needs of focus 

groups. o 



Developing or selecting delivery, 
modes to reach focus groups. 
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• . Providing program offerings to 
focus groups. 

. Evaluating effectiveness of 
methods and materials. * , 

2. The need for additional research and 
the transfer of research findings * 
into valid applications using easily 
understood terminology: 



4ut 



unctions performed by the system : 

. Ascertaining information needs 
and delineating researchable 
problems. 1 

. Conducting* research. 

. Assessing validity of results in 

applications. * * 

if . \ 

. Synthesizing research data, 
adapting 'information to* 
audiences, and distributing. 

3. The need foi- professional education 
in the methodologies and scientific 
**£nd technical subject matter needed 
to conduct research and/ extension 
/ programs: 

/ ■ 

I Functions performed by the system : 

* Identifying manpower needs to 
perforn} general and specialized!^ 
"services. 4P^* 

. Developing curricula and courses 
for degree programs, and special 
training needs. 

• . Providing professional 
education*. \ 
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The need to foscer communication 



among research extension, and 
higher education ; 

Functions performed by the systet/ :- 
» ■>■ 

• Delineating program objectives 
in * way that makes research,. * 
extension, and higher education 
aspects of the program ev^jent . 

• Ascertaining the availability of 
research data, progr/m 
materials, and projfr^ional 
education programs K are 
applicable to program 1 
objectives^ 

. Communicating information needs * 
of focus groups to researchers* 

. Comuni eating needs for- 
professional education to " * 
institutions of. higher 
education. 



PRIORITIES AMONG INITIATIVES 

' <? 

The Hew Initiatives proposals are 
classified by majftr thrust area in 
Section II of. this report for 
organizational clarity; these thrust 
areas, howev/r, are interrelated and all 
ate high priority. The strength of work 
on New Initiatives rests on the 
successful integration of research 
results and program materials from all 
thrusts areas to develop programs that' 
relate to family concerns as a whole. 
Accordingly, in establishing a priority 
order, the Steering Committee considered 
the urgency of the problems to- be 
addressed and the need for early or 
concurrent implementation of initj 
that would strengthen or facilitate 
other initiatives. The recommended 
priority order is displayed below in six 
clusters: 



. Disseminating oaterials and 
n , services. 

The need to foster communication^ 
between constituencies .that can 
"provide support and guidance to 
national program objectives and 
staff in research, Extension, and 
higher education. , 

Functions performed by the system : 

• Identifying groups with allied 
interests* * 

Communicating with these' 
* constituencies * regarding focus 
groups 1 needs, program 
requirements, and program 
results* 



V 
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Recommended Order for Implementing New Initiatives 



Priority Order 
1 



Thrust 



Economic 



Energy 
Pood 

Cross-cutting Initiative 
Cross-cutting Initiative 
Economic 

4 

Energy 

Food 

Soctkl 

Energy 

Food 

Cross-cutting Initiative 
ipergy 

Energy 

Soical 

Cross-cutting Initiative 



Keywords ■ ExhibitjO/ 

HjEae production :econom- 2 
ics of food preserva- 
tion, household repairs 
and renovation? 

Conservation practices 5 

Dietary standards* 12 
adapted to families 



Strengthened research 21 

\ 

Consumer education centers 23 

Resource decisions affect- / 1 
ing the family's future 

Managing energy expendi- 9 

tur€s « 



Nutrition education 13 

• ■ *• 

■> * 

Managing stress t 19 

Household consumption 6 
data 

Home food preparation: ' * 14 
standards and new 
knowledge « 

* 4 

Professional training 22 

Poli'cies , tradeoffs 7 
affect frig families 

Transportation-efficient 11 
extensioA ^programs 

Parentng skills 18 

\ ' 

Clearinghouse \ 24 



10/The 24 exhibits follow description of "Program Targets." 

erjc • •. ^~ 
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Priority Ordqr 
5 



Thrust 
Economic 

Energy 

■ 

Social 
Food 

Economic 



Energy 
Food 

Food 



Keyword 8 . Exhibit 

* 

Managing real property 4 
during family transition 

Coping with supply 10 \ 

emergencies 

Intergenerational support 20 
systems 

Food and nutrition referral 15 
services 

Assessment of regulations 3 
and policies affecting 
families 



Resource efficient housing 8 

Academic programs and 16 
funding 

Nutrition education ■ 17 
networks p 



\ 
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PR^AM TARGETS 



.Essential to the success ftil 
implementation of Nqw Initiatives in 
home economics is^ the identification of" 
program targets and timetable for 
implementing the initiatives and .of the 
responsibilities" of SEA and its partners 
and'cooperator? in research, Extension, 
and higher education for working 
together toward these target s. The 
program targets will be used in the 
design of the budget plan needed flor new 
projects. Exhibits 1 .through* 20 present 
program targets for each New Initiative 
identified in the four thrust areas ,of 
Section II, exhibits 2t-24 address 
^s^oss -cut ting issues, an^ exhibit 25 
pre^nts a "process overview n ythat 
refle&fc^ both the independent: and 
interrelated responsibilities of 
research, Extension, and higher 
education, * 

The program targets were developed to 
conform to 12-, 5-, and 10-year targets, 
but in fact reflect a continuous flow of 
activity within research, Extension, and 
higher education. For example, the 
2-year targets are designed to reflect 
the inventory and assessment stages of 
program planning and require the 
integrated efforts of jll components of 
•SEA. Ihe 5-year targets focus on the 
dat« artalysis and project development 
aspects of program planning and require 
coordinated, but independent, efforts in 
research, Extension, and higher 
education, Ihe 10-year targets reflect 
Che implementation process which 
requires integrated efforts within SEA 
and with its cdoperators, 9 r 

Program targets and activities in one 
area influence subsequent activities and '* 
targets in another. For example, 
at t foment pf 5-year targets in 
Extension depends on attainment of 
2-year targets in research* Similarly, 
targets and activities in higher 
education influence later work in 



research. Thus the progi*m target s-^ftjr 
each New Initiative are interpreted^ both 
as time-based p^lans for each component * 
of SEA arid as plans for the integration 
of efforts within SEA, * 

Ihe attainment ^program targets 

rests on achievement <rt several 
overarching goals, ^ These include: ^ . 



(1) 




The 'development * of national 
research capability that will 
allow building of a validated * 
bese o|^nowj^dge on family, 
rns and wrll establish a 
itical mass onptaff necessary 
for the continued^ conduct of 
research. The attainment of 
research funding neefed to 
develop this base of 
knowledge and critical mass will 
influence the availability of^ 
future staff in home economies 
(exhibit 21). > 



(2) Expansion of professional 
* education pf staff trained in * 
research methods and in 
interpretive and delivery skills 
related to home economics 
(exhibit 2%). . . • 

*(3) Expansion of a delivery system * 
that includes more effective use 
of mass media and other means of 
reaching target audiences, more 
effective assessment of target 
f audi&nce needs and communication 
of these needs to persons who 
conduct research and dfevelop 
program materials, and better ~ * - § 
methodologies for- program 
evaluation (exhibit 23), * 

*(4) Ihe improvement of communication 
among professional staff members 
includirig,1>etter methods for 1 
- using existing 'data and program 
materials ahd disseminating, 
research results and program 
ideas (exhibit 24), 
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■EXHIBIT 1, FAMILY RESOURCE DECISIONS 

' A. ' 
Thrust 1» Initiative A 



Frog r ^ Initiative ; 



\ 



A..,abou£ the effect;. that family resource management decisions made early* 

In the family Ufa cycle (e.g, t sayings, credit , housing, durable 
= — goods) -have on the fasail^^-future ecottomic-eituationi *- 



Focus Group ; 
Families In the early stag 



a cages 



of the life cycle, 

^^t_ 



Target a for the 80 'a 



Two-year Tar gel a * 



Five-yeai* Target a 



Ten-year Targets* 



Research- 
* ** 

— Cbte^ comprehensive data on the 
resource management practices of 
families at each atage of the life 
cycle and the relationship 0$, Lheae 
pracClcea Co their subeequent 
economic situation* 



■ T * 

—Obtain or compile data on 
financial managements knowledge , 
and skills of young families. 



-Evaluate effectiveness of 
\oethpdologlee and program 
delivery modes for teaching 
financial management to young 
families. 



Review paper prepared by SEA-aR on 
concepts* measurement variables, and 
date collection methods. ^Joint 
assessment completed of the data 
need? of SEA^AR, State Agricultural * 
Experiment Stations (SA£§) r other 
.USDA/SEA Coop era to rs, and other * 
Agencies, Proposal and budget • 
request prepared for survey with 
national sample, « 

Review of available data conducted' 
by appropriate SAES committee and 
implications assessed regarding 
needs for program materials.* 
Additional research secotnended * 
t^needed , 

Review of available evaluation , 
* data conducted Jointly by SEA* 

SAES and CES (State Cooperative 

Extension Specialist^ $taf fs, 
, Recommendations develSped for 
•preferred methodologies *nd 

program delivery modes* 
budgetary 'Implications analyzed 

and provided to budget plinnere* # 



Data collected bj SEA-aR frtfm national, 
sample. Date files distribqce/i to 
researchers a (5AES and others 4 ) for 9 
analysis. Preliminary tabulations 
^published by SEA-AR. 



Additional needed research conducted 
by SAES. Implications aaaesaed and 
fed Into program planning and ^ 
budgeting process, 

• *• 

Additional needed reaearch conducted 
by SAES, Laplications assessed and 
fed Into program, planning and 
budgeting process* ' 



Results interpreted for use 
by professional* working 
with young families. Need a 
assessed for additional 
or updated research. 



\ 
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EXHIBIT 1: FAMILY RESOURCE DECISIONS (continued) 



■v 



Extern lop — 

- 4 

—'Have in operation education 
and information programs to ^ 
help young families ieprove their* 
financial planning and aanagement. 



Higher Education— 

—Strengthen and expand 
professional training in 
f sally resource management. f 



\ . ... . 

In tegr it ion/Coord inatlcm — 
* 

— Produce and disseminate 
guidance materials based on 
current research to h*lp young 
families understand (ha conae- 
quencea of their financial 
» actions. * 



Joint assessment conducted by SEA 
and CESjstaffs to identify potential 
locations and priorities, fo^ new or 
expanded program, based on. j 
geographic concentration of focus 
group In population; current level 
of prog ran offerings in f inane if \ 
management; population coverage^ 
and other evidences (e.g. average 
Income) of need. Recommendations 
developed for locations to which 
additional funds to support program 
.should be directed, and for annual 
increments" (funds and locations) by 
which expanalon should be lap limited. 



pU^^tec 



Task force (SEA, SAES 9 CES) assess- 
ment of manpower needs , Identifica- 
tion of needs for urge ted support; 
including lnservlce trainings 
Targeted support provided oh a 
competitive bssls. 



Joint assessment coapleted by SEA 
and* CES staffs regarding presently 
available and needed materials # 
k Flan developed fot division of 
responsibility for preparing 
additional needed materials. 



Initial program- increments (i.e., 
locations for new or expanded program) 
Implemented, using updated and expanded , 
program materials, and using recocamended 
sethodologies and program delivery modes. 
Preliminary evaluation conducted (by 
Independent organization) and implications 
assessed for future program adjustments. 



Program* operating in all 
.major/geographic concentra- 
tions of focus group, using 
updated materials and infor- 
nation. Evaluation con- 
ducted and Implications - 
assessed for f uture x vork. 



Professionally trained persons available 
to meet manpower needs.* 



Additional materials, for which research 
data are avs liable, developed in accord- 
ance with sgreed on responsibilities. 
Evaluation of mate rial a conducted jointly 
by SEA, SAES, and CES stsffs. Implications 
assessed for future research and develop- 
ment of materials* * 



Materials based on, nation- 
wide survey developed in 
accordance with agreed on 
responsibilities and evalu- 
ated . Iaplicationa assessed 
for future research and 
development of materials. 



EXHIBITS: OPTIMIZING REAL INCOHE 
Thrust 1/ Initiative Z 



Program Initiative :* 

B, . .*bout optimising the family's reel income through borne-provided 
foods and services, home-based enterprites, sod paid employment. 



focus Groups : 



/ 



Persons with limited income end/or employment opportunities 
such ts the elderly, those Id isolate! areas, with young 
children, or on smell farms. 



Targets for the $0's 



Two Veer Targets 



Five Year Targets 



3 



Year Targets 



Research— 

—Develop data-bated estimates of 
economic vslue of the productive 
efforts of household members. 



the 



Extension- - 

—Expand programs to help faailies 
optimize teal income through 
productive efforts. 



Higher Education* * 

— Develo p a 'critical mass 1 of • 
trelned professionals to disseminate 
information. # 



In t egret ton/ Coordination-- 

—Produce and disseminate date- 
based guidance materials to help 
families Co optimize* real, incooa 
through productive" efforts. 



New reseerch methodologies and 
Instruments developed to address 
definition (boundary) Issue, and 
measurement issues In household 
production. (SEA-AR extradural) 

Assessment of data needs of SEA, 
USDA-SEA cooperators, SAES, CES, 
and other agencies completed by 
joint task force. 



the 



Assessment by SEA and CES to 
Identify program needs and sites 
for new or expanded efforts* 



Joint assessment completed by SEA, 
SAES, and CES stsffs regarding 
personnel and training needs for 
professionals working In the area of 
household production. Needs for tar- 
geted support Identified and com- 
petitive grants program Implemented. 



Jolrft assessment completed by SEA 
and CES stsffs regarding presently 
available and needed materials. Plan 
developed for division of respon- 
sibility for preparing needed 
materials* 



Research instruments refined and used 
to collect data from national sample , 
(SEA-AR). Data base distributed to 
SAES researchers and other cooperating 
researchers. 

Preliminary methodological findings 
published by SEA-AR. 



Estimates of the economic 
value of cbe productive 
efforts of^household 
members published by 
SEA-AR* and coopers to rs. 

Results interpreted for 
use/ by professionals 
working with persons with 
limited Income and/or 
employment opportunities, 
those living In Isolated 
areas, with young children, 
or op small " 

Programs operating in ail 
major geographic areas 
with new program efforts 
directed to the focus 
'groups. Independent pro- 
gram evaluation 
reported to cooperators. 



Adequate supply available of professionals Reassessment conducted 
with needed expertise available. of manpower situation and<j 

needs. * 



New research and research-bated materials 
used to expand current program efforts, 
new programs* focused on the/elderly, • 
those with low Income or /fmlted employ- 
ment opportunlj^es^and those In 
Isolated areas and on^emall farms. 



Research-based guidance materials 
developed by SEA, CES, and SAES 
staffs, field tested In selected 
target areas; materials evaluated 
by SEA, CES, SAES researchers and 
educators. 



Materials based on nation* 
wide sample developed and 
broadly distributed; 
implications for program- 
matic efforts assessed. 



CO 
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EXHIBIT 3. BENEFITS AND COSTS TO FAMILIES OF REGULATION, MARKET CONDITIONS AND POLICY ACTIONS 



Thrust 1, Initistive C <, 



Program .Initiatives : 

C. . .to assets tht benefice and coses of regulation*, ft* rite c 
conditions, snd policy sec ion* directly affecting eco- 
nomic choices sod veil-being of families. 



Focus Croups : 
Families aa consumers. 



Tsrgets for cbe 80 's 



Two Year Targets 



Five Year target* 



Tea Year Target* ~ 



Research— 

—Compile dat* on the effects of the 
economic environment on family eco- 
nomic choices and well-being'. 



— Compile dat* on the reeponse of 
families a a consumers to changes in 
the regulatory, msrket, and public 
environment*. 

Extension— ' 
7 

— Estsbilsh new methods and mechanisms 
for htiplng famines to and trs tend *nc 
operate effectively In their role aa 
consumers interacting with socisl and 
economic systems- • 



— Establish appropriate accountability 
for targe te4 programs. 

Higher Education— 

— Develop educations! program* 
to train individuals to help famillee 
aa consumers lntersct with, the social 
and economic systems in which they 
Qpcrete. , 

Integratloo/Coordlnstron^ < 

—Produce end disseminata rfcaearch- 
based guldsnce materials to help 
families in their rola «a consumers 
to understand and reapond to sctual 
and proposed changes in the regula- 
tory, market, and public policy 
environments. 



Review paper preps red by SEA-AR 
_(extr*~mur*l) to summarize and inte- 
grate available reaearch developed 
in SEA, SA£S end public and private 
socisl science research groupa. 

Assessment of ^sta needa regarding 
the reaponse of fsmiiiee to changes , 
in the regulatory, market, or puSiic 
policy environment e completed by 
SEA end coopers tors. 

ft 

Assessment by SEa and cES of program 
delivery systems currently available. 
Support for pilot progrsms for new 
spprosches to pro&rsn delivery ^n tne 
area of famillee aa consumers. 

* 

Ev*io*tion process in piece to assess 
program consequence*. (SEA, CES) 



SAES «nd CES of peraonnel and trTSln- 
lng needs for prof actionals working 
with f ami Ilea aa consumers. -Needs 
for the targeted support identified _ 
and competitive grant a available. 



Joint assessment completed by SEA and 
CES staffs rsgardlng available and 
needed materials. Flsn developed for 
division of responsibilities for pre- 
paring needed material a. 



< Compendium of SEA asd SAES reaearch on 



the x effect* of the economic environment 
on f*mlly economic cholcet and well- 
being compiled and published jointly 
by SEA *nd SAES. < 

Analysis of existing panel or .other lon- 
gitudinal data specified in the previous 
research needs aeeessaent completed end 
published by SEA-AR. 



opeciei program delivery modes teuch aa 
interactive computer* systems sua store- 
front consumer centers^ in pisce snd 
^persting in limited tsrget ereae, current 
effort* expended- (CES *nd cooper*tlng 
agtncle*>. 

Periodic evsiuation reports released. 



Adequate supply «*\vsi is bie vt profeesiouais 
with needed expertise. 



Rt sea rcn-oaaed guidance mete rials 
developed by SEA, CES, and SAES 
staffs, tested and evaluated. 



Results interpreted for 
use by professionaia 
working with famiiiea as 
consumers. 



Expanded programs, .baaed 
or* research bssed guid- 
ance materials svsiisbie 
in an major geogrephic 
centers. 

t 

Periodic evaluation re- 
ports releaied.*"^ 



Reassessment conducted of 
manpower situation snd 
needs. * • 



Ha t e r iai j^broedl y 
distributed, implica- 
tions for programs tic 
efforts sssessed. 
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^ EXHIBIT 4. , KANACDiEKT OP REAL PROPERTY 

fc.Jhruit 1, Initiative^ 



D*--t3 enable Individual* to Kindle tbelr economic retpontlb{ll tlea 
for nanageaent of reel property, especially during periods of 
feaily transition. 



Focus Croups : 
Kuril families. 



Target* for the ttTt 



Tyo-year Target! 



Five-year Targett 



Ten-year Targets 



Research-- 

^-Develop research-based * 
assessment of faaily property 
management skills and 
practices. 



Inventory of property transfer lev*' 
complied by SEA staffs, SAES end 
cooperatori. SEA and CES Cooperate 
to Identify needed data (Joint tssV 
force). 



\ 

Dace collected by 5AES o^ property 
transfer knowledge, skills, and t 
practices of families, with special 
attention ^o rural f Jollies; assess* 
ment of eff ectlvene^s of various 
practices end atrateglet completed 
end published by SAES. 



Results Interpreted for us« 
by professions Is work ins with 
families. 



Extent Ion--* 

— Have in operation nultl- 
disciplinary-based programs to 
nelp families handle their 
economic responsibilities for 
management of real property. 



Higher Education--' 

—Train or provide professional 
refreshment to persons to meet 
manpower need Is - 



' Integration/Coordination-*- 

—Produce and disseminate reseercb- 
beaed culdeaci materials to help 
families handle their economic re- 
sponsibilities for management of 
reel property. 



CES establish multi-diaciplinar"y 
task forces to develop statement 
of program needs related to the 
management of real property (data 
needs/ program material needs 
locations for njy or expanded 
program delivery). 



joint assessment oi needs for 
manpower and facilities, 
professional education, -and 
targetted aupport. (SEA, SAES, 
CPS) 



Inventory, assessment, and updating 
of currently available metarule 
competed by SEA endtCES^Jolnt task 
force). I 



supported 



Pilot programs supported by SEA to 
test teen approach t^JprogmVo de7 
livery in the area of fsmily 
property management, evaluation of 
pilot programs completed. 



Professionally trained 
persons available to 
meet manpower needs f6r 
teaching and r^sea/ch. 



Reeeerch-besed guidance mater la It 
developed by SEA (extramural); 
targeted for and tested in rural 
areas. 



Program! operating in all 
geographic areas with Special 
emphasis on progress for 
rural families. 



Reassessment conducted 
of manpower situation and 
needs. 



Katerlals Incorporating infor- 
mation on management skills 
distributed In rural areas. 
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EXHIBIT 5s RESOUJXE-COHSERVINC PRACTICES 
Thrust 2, Initiative A 



Pgojrsm Initiative: 



A... el Ulna ting household practices that ere Inefficient and wasteful of resource! and 
developing, demonstrating, and providing comparative data on alternative* that are 
resource-conserving sod their impact on <juality of life* 



Focus Croup : 

Families st 

portatlon, 
potential 



I 

eking decisions on homing, trans- 
recreation* and those with greatest 
for resource conservation. 



Target for the SO's 



Two-year Targets 



Five-£ea*r Targets 



Research-- * 

■ • 

—Develop comprehensive data on 
f sally and cons user houalng, trans- 
portation, and recreation practices 
and decisions and related resource 
consuspt ion. 



Extension— 

—Increase the development and 
Implementation of programs that 
enhance the ability of families and 
consumers te evaluate consumption 
alternatives, 

—Produce end disseminate research- 
.based programs to assist families 
In making Informed decisions. 
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Existing dsts on household pr set ices 
and characteristics reviewed* r 

r 

Conceptual framework for sssesslng 
" relationship of major household 
'decisions "and practices to 
resource consumption developed. 

Need for 'new dsts Jointly assessed 
by SEA. Capabilities and need for 
research facilities and personnel 
assessed* (SEA- Aft, SAES reglonsl 
research committee). 

j 

Proposal 'and budget request pre- 
pared for obtaining National survey 
3ata (SEA). 

Pilot work in progress on dsts 
collection methodology and .on 
methodology .for developing 
resource-efficient alternative 
practlcea (SEA-A^extremurel). 

Program needs assessed* Pilot* 
programs p landed (SEA. QE£ work * 
grotnA 



Family's concerns and needs com* 
munlcated via Extension netuerfc 
from grassroots to National level 
to serve as input to research 
process (CES, SEA stsffs). 



Dsts collected from National 
sample (SEA -Aft and SAES) . 

Procedures for conducting addi- 
tional research on alternative 
household practices developed 
and research studies underway 
($AES). 

Available data Interpreted 
for use by professionals 
working with target families 
and consumers (SAES). 



Pilot programs implemented, 
evaluated, then expanded or re- 
focused end reteetedi' 



Ten-year Targets 



Results from National survey and 
related laboratory studies inter- 
preted for professionals working 
with target families and consumers 

Mechanisms in plsce for periodic 
review end modification In response 
to observed or anticipated changes 
in resource availability* tech- 
nology, household characteristics, 
or other factors affsctlng resource 
consumption. 



Programs fully operational to 
ssrve target families end con- v 
sneers* Program content, 
audience » and delivery mode con- 
tinuously reevaluated and revised 
as new research becomes available 
and user needs change. 



EXHIBIT 5: RESOURCE-CONSERVING PRACTICES 



alsher Bducstloa— 



\ 



—Strengthen And expand profes- 
sional training with respect to dec* 
collection methods (both leboratory 
and field studies) and analytical 
skills essential to the study of 
resource consumption by households. 

Integration/Coordi nation-- • 

— Facilitate cosssunlcatlon of 
research-based 'information to 
professionals in useful for*. 



c 



Joint estessment of needs for man- 
power snd facilities, professional 
education snd targettsd support 
(SEA, SAE$ f CES). 



Joint Assessment within SEA -of 
sepsrste snd shared responsibilities 
of Research, Extension, and T1S (SEA 
staffs). s 

To prevent overlap of efforts, plan 
developed for division of responsi- 
bilities In Assessing and cataloging 
presently svsllsble. msterlsls, and 
in developing "stop-gsp" materials 
based on the present state-of-the-art, 
to aeet Immediate pressing needs 
(Task force - SEA and coopers tors) . 

Propossl developed for expending 
Research, Extension; and TZS capa- 
bilities in the area of research* 
bssed information on household use 
of energy snd other resources— 
speclflcslly, via consumer decision- 
Baking Modules that can be^sdapted 
by educators to locsl costs and con- 
ditions GtesearcftS-^ItArlnghouse 
role (Extension) t and technical 
Information Systems (TZS), 



Professlonslly trained persons 
available to meet manpower needs 
£or teaching snd reaeerch. 



Reassessment conducted of manpower 
sltustlon and needs (SEA) « 



Reassessment, ss needed. 

( 



Reassessment, ss needed. 



Pilot projects completed, evs lu- 
sted, snd implemented (or re- 
focused, and reevaluated). 

Successful projects fully lmjfle- 
mentedt 



Kechsnlsms In piece. Reassessment, 
as needed. 

J • 



\ 



0^ 
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EXHIBIT 6: RESOURCE CON! 



ION BY FAMILIES 



Thrust ?, Initiative B 



*4 



Program Initiative ; * * fc — V 

, r * 

8. . .resource consumption by types of families ^e.g. , the elderly; id their everyday living. 



Focua Croup t v 

Agemles engaged in National and re; 
stlon, forecasting, and planning 



/ 

giona^tvalu- 



Tergets for the 80' a 



• Tvo Year jfirgets 



Ive Year Targets 



Ten Year Targets 



Research — 4 ^ 

— Develop, comprehensive* da* ta on patterns 
\ of resource consumption by families ln a 
■ their everyday living.** ' ^ 




Extension — 

■ % — Base programs fcn the research 
findings on patterns of family 
reSouCce consumption.- * % . 

Higher Education- - > 

— Strengthen and expand professional 
training with respect to collection 
methods (both laboratory and field + * 
studies) and analytical skills essen- 
tial to^ne study 1>f yesource * 
consumption by households, and the 
presentation of research* findings 
In formats that can serve as Input 
for policymaking. ' 

IntagraTip n/CMrdinjtfc^TVrt * 
m i 

—Develop and implement networks 
to communicate research-based 
Information about family resource 
use to agencies engaged Id Katlcma 1 * 
and regional evaluation, planning, 
forecasting. m *• 
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Review and compile existing data. 
Asseas need for new data and pro- 
pose plan for obtaining. (SEA-AR) 

Develop typojogles of families, 
for use In assessing family re* 
source-use from policymaking 
perspective. (SEA-AR extramural)^. 



Interpret uaer needs to researchers. 
Adapt programs, based on new know- 
ledge. (CES) * 



Joint assessment of needs for 
'manpower and facilities , pro- 
fessional education} and targeted 
t . support. Implementation under- 
way. (SEA, SAES, CES) ? 



Work underway to Identify target 
agencies and their needs; and to 
communicate these needs as Input 
to the research process. (SEA-AR) 



Collect additional data to meet 
identified needs. 



Analyse data using typologies. 

Develop ongoing model for assessing 
id fowt casting "impact of alter- 
at ive rXsourcesponservat Ion 
/policies a\d ehSJiges In resource* 
use/(SEA- 



\ 



Continue to adap^, develop, and 
Implement. (CBS) 



Professionally fralaQl persons 
avaiiaoie* to meet manpower needs 
for teaching and researwV 



Mechanisms in place for per- 
iodic review and .modification 
In response to observed or 
anticipated changer In resource 
availability, technology, 
household "characteristics, or 
other factors affecting resourc^ 
consumption. 



Continue to adapt, develop, 
and laplement* 



Reassessment conducted of man- 
power situation and needs. 
(SEA) < 



i • 



Research-based materials developed 
by SEX disseminated via networks 
for general use In policy develop- 
ment and In response to specific 
poncy^uestlons. (SEA, CES) 
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.EXHIBIT 7: IMPLICATIONS OF RESOURCE HAHAGEH&NT ^AEtClES Ftffc FAMILY WELL-BEING 

Thrust 2> Initiative C ' 



Program Initiative : 



.implication* of alternative resource managemenC^oliciee vith respect 
to (he home environment, including trade-offs with- family nutrition 
end health. Hose safety and sanitation, family economic and social > 
well-tbelnp, and other aspects of family functioning. 



Focus Croup : * 

Agencies engaged in development of 
policies that Impact on families. 



Target for the 80' s 



Two-year Targets 



Five-year Targets 



Ten-year Tardea 



Research— 



— Develop comprehensive data on 
implications (including trade-offs) 
of resource conservation policy 
alternatives for all aspects of 
family functioning. 



Extension* * 

— Utilize research data on Impli- 
cations of resource conservation 
policy alternatives and develop 

and Interpret them in joint 
program planning with action and 
regulatory agencies. Make Infor- 
mation available to .CES public 
affairs prog 



Compile and interpret existing data. 
Conduct inventory of SEA research 
strengths and needs (SEA-AR) . 

Develop policy-assessment framework 
for use with individual aspects of 
family functioning (i.e., nutri- 
tion and health, etc.-) and overall 
family functioning (SEA^T'&nd 
cooperatora task force) . 

Plans for obtaining additional 
field and laboratory data devel- 
oped. Ongoing cooperative agree- 
oenta planned and implemented to 
facilitate quick response capa- 
bility (SEA-AR and cooperatora). 



Agencies identified with whom 
potential for joint planning 
(national and regional) la great. 
Mode for joint planning established. 
Information on consumer needs andf 
preferences provided to responsible 
research performers (SEA, CES work ' 
group). 



Additional data obtained as needed 
on a problem-solving basis. No 
National-scale data collection 
anticipated (SEA-AR). • 

Ongoing model developed for assess- 
ing an<i forecasting Impact of 
alternative resource conservation 
pel idea, and changes in resource 
use. Results Interpreted for * 
policymaking (SEA-AR). 



Joint planning with A/R agencies 
being conducted at national and 
regional levela. New research 
results being utilized in public 
affairs programs on resource 
nana gemen t (CES) . 



Kechanisms in place for periodic 
review end modification in response 
to observed or anticipated changes 
in resource availability, tech- 
nology, household ctjarac^ristlcs, 
or other factors affecting resource 
consumption. ' * 



Assessment completed of joint plan- 
ning mode and interagency relation- 
ships. RecosBenda^lona developed * 
for modification. CES public 
affairs programs on resource 
management widely available and 
periodically evaluated in light 
of Interagency joint, planning. 



EXHIBIT 7: IMPLICATIONS OF RESOURCE HAJUCEKEKT POLITIES FOR FAMILY WELL-BEING (Continued) 



glgner Education — , 

—Strengthen mod expand profes- 
sional training with respect to: 
daxm collection methods (both 
laboratory And field studies); 
analytical skills essentisl 
to the study' of resource con- 
sumption by households; end the 
presentation of research findings 
In formats thst can serve ss Input 
for policymaking/ 

Integra, t ion/Coord lotion— 

—Develop and Implement networks 
to cosmunlcate research-based 
information about, family 
resource use to agencies 
engaged in National and 
regional evaluation* planning* 
forecasting. 



Joint assessment of needs for mao- 
power and facilities* professional 
education end target ted support 
(SEA, SAES, CES)* 



Professionally trained persons 
available to meet manpower needs 
for teaching and research, 



Reassessment conducted of manpower 
situation and needs (SEA). 



Work underway to identify target 
agencies and their needs, and, to 
cooounlcate these needs ss input 
to the research process (-SEA-AR). 



Research-based materials devel- 
oped by* SEA disseminated via net- 
works for general use in policy 
developaent and^ in response to % 
specific policy questions (SEA-AR, 
CES). 
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EXHIBIT S: fcZSOraCE-EmCIENT BOOSIKG 
* thrust 2; Initiative D 

Program Initiative : " * > \^ * _ ' Focua Croup: * 

D... about bousing choice* (structure end location) that arc resoure*-ef f ieient, Families who are forced to move or whose housing 

yet consider the functioning of the family with respect to employment, to . v requirements are changing, 

the community, an* sources of essential goods and Services. 1 



-r- 



Tatgets for the 80 p s Two-year Targets ' Flv'e-ye«£ Targets Ten-year Targeta 



fceatarcb-*- 



•*-*>Develop and Interpret research- 
based information ft facilitate 
bousing decisions by families*, 



Extension*- 



—Develop jointly with the building 
industry, a housing demonstration 
program to display alternative 
housing features that are energy 
conserving, resource efficient and 
consider the functioning of the 
family with respect to employment , 
to the community and to sources of 
essential goods And services. 
Provide information on public 
policy alternatives, (building 
codes , zoning, land use) *n£ their * 
effects on tunning structures, 
location costs, and resource 
efficiency. 



Jointly conducted Inventory and 
assessment of presently available 
data and naterlala (SEA-AR and SAES 
regional research committee). 

To sect urgent current needs* 
evaluate, and adapt available 
information (SEA-AR)* 

Develop and propose plans for 
collecting data on housing deci- 
sions and needs of families of 
differing characteristics (SEA-AR 
and SAES "regional research cointrtee. 



Model program (housing demonstration 
and public policy alternatives) 
developed jointly with industry 
groups, Including sites, budget 
and funding, and linkage to research 
(SEA, CES task force). 



Research completed or underway. 

Research findings assessed from a 
family decisionmaking perspective. 

Documentation publlahed and avail- 
able to professionals. ' 



Pilot demonstration programs 
established and functioning in 
10 selected sitesl Auxllllary 
information services and public 
policy programs planned {CES)* 



Kechanlsas in place for periodic 
review and modification In response 
to observed or anticipated changes 
In resource availability, tech- 
nology, household characteristics, 
or other factors affecting resource 
consumption. * 




Demonstration programs established 
and functioning in all states where 
such a program is needed* Evalua- 
tion completed of program effec- 
tiveness *nd cooperation with 
industry. Modifications proposed 
(if required). 
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EXHUIT 8: R£SOURCE*zmCIENT BOOSING (Continued), 
Higher Education— • V 



r 



—Strengthen and expand profes- 
sional crtlolnt with respect to Bat a 
collection methods (both laboratory 
and f laid studies) and analytical 
skill* essentia? to the study of 
resource consumption relaxed to 
family housing decisions* 

Integration/ Coo rdlnatton-- 

—Facilitate communication of 
research-based information to 
professionals In useful form. 



Joint assessment o<f needg for 
power and facilities* professional 
education and target ted support 
completed (sft, SAES, CES)* . . 



Professionally trained persons 
available to meet manpower needs 
for teaching and research. 



Reassessment conducted of manpower 
situation and needs (SEA)* 



Joint assessment within SEA of 
separate and shared responsibilities 
of Research, Extension, and TIS 
completed. 

* . 
To prevent overlap of efforts* plan 
developed for division of responsibili- 
ties in assessing and cataloging pre- 
sently available materials* and' In 
developing "stop-gap" materials based 
on the present state-of-the-art, to 
meet Immediate pressing needs (SEA, 
SAES t CES task force)* 

Proposal developed for 'expanding 
Research, Extension, and TIS capa- 
bilities in the area of research- 
based Information on household use 
of energy *ad other resources— 
specifically via consider decision- 
making modules that can be adapated 
by educators to focal costs and con- 
dltlon* (Research), clearinghouse 
role (Extension), and technical > " 
Information systems (TIS) (SEA 
staff). 



Reassessment, as needed. 



Reassesement, as needed* 



Pilot projects completed, eval- 
uated, and Implemented; or re- 
focused, and reevaluated (SEA)* 



Successful projects fully Imple- 
mented. 



Mechanisms In place* 
as needed. 



Reaasessment , 



EXHIBIT 9: MANAGING ENERGY- RELATED EXPENSES 
Thrust 2, Initiative E 



Prog r a* Initiative ; — 

E... managing expanse* resulting ftc * rl»los en«gy prices In * manner that safe- 
guards family nutrition and health, borne safety and sanitation, and longrterm 
economic security. 



Focus Croup ; 
Affected families. 



Target* for the 80' • 



Two Year Targets 



Five Year Target a 



Ten Year Targets 



Research— 

— Coapile and adapt family economic 
management information to assist in 
family ablutions in short-term and * 
long-term economic effect* of 
rlalog energy prices. 

j 



Extension- ** 

—Expand educational programs in family 
resource t Management with emphasis on 
targeting for energy expenses and. 
establishing and maintaining stand- 
ards and household arrangements for 
family health and nutrition, home 
safety and sanitation and long 
term economic security. ( 



Using available data, and knowledge, 
develop research-based guidance on: 

1. Short-term family solutions tuch as: 

• conservation alternativea 
' assistance availability 

• budget planning with awareness of 
seasonal, expenditure changes and 
anticipated inflation, ^nd 

2. Low-cost and -no-cost alternatives^ 
for long term energy consumption 
reduction, 

that consider the need *to safe-guard 
family nutrition and Health* home 
safety and sanitation, and long term 
economic security as well as the need 
to promote energy conservation* Assess 
the need for additional research data. 
Develop plans to conduct needed 
studies. (SEA-AR an< SAES regional 
research committees) 



Program needs assessed nationally and 
by region, tsking into account demo- 
graphic characteristics of families and 
other information about size, residence, 
geographic location, etc. of population 
segments. Program methodologies sel- 
ected and materlalsideslgned. Plan 
developed for preparation of mater- 
ials, including division of responsi- 
bility among CES specialists and 
states* (SEA, CES task force) 



Collect new data as needed, 
analyze; Incorporate Into 
guidance materials. (SEA-AR 
,and SAES). 

Mechanisms in place for periodic 
review and modification in re- 
sponse to observed or antici- 
pated changes in resource 
availability, technology, 
household characteristics, 
- or other factors affecting 
resource consumption^ (SEA-AR) 



Reassessment, as needed. 



New program materials distributed 
and utilized in expanded program 
in all states. Plan developed for 
updating materials with new re- 
search data. (CES) - ^ 



Expanded program functioning in 
all states f with up-to-date, re- 
search-based program materials, 
Evaluation of social and eco- 
nomic lapse t completed by 
independent agent, # 




EXHIBIT 9: MAKAC IN& ZNIliCT- REIATED EXPENSES (Continued) 



, Targets for the 60* e 



Tvo Year Target* 



Five Year Target* 



Ten Year Target* 



Higher Education — 

—Strengthen and expand prof cssionai 
training vith respect to -skills 
essential to the analysis of house-* 
hold resource consumption, and the- 
application of that area to family 
resource management. 



In tear a t ion/Coord Ins t lo 

-^facilitate coosxmication of 
research- based information to 
professional* in useful form. 



joint assessment of needs tot canpover 
end facilities* professional education, 
and targeted support. (SEA, SAES, CE$) 



/ 



Joint assessment wdthin SEA of separate* 
and shared responsibilities of Research; 
Extension* and TIS. 
To prevent overlap of efforts , plan 
developed for division of responsibili- 
ties in assessing and cataloging 
presently Available materials, and in 
developing "stop-gap" listeria Is -based 
on the present state-of-the-art to 
meet immediate pressing needs. 

Proposal developed for expanding re- 
search* extension, and JIS capabilities 
in the area of research-based Informa- 
tion on household use of energy and 
other resources— specif ically, via 
consumer decision-making Dodules that 
can be adapted by educators to local 
conditions (Research), clearinghouse 
role (Extension), and technical 
information system* (TIS). 



Professional*? trained persons 
available to aeet sanpover needs 
for teaching and research. 



Reassessment* as needed. 



Danpover 
(SE*) 



sent 



tuation and needs. 



ssessment, as needed. 



Filot projects completed, 
evaluated^ and implemented 
(or re-focused, and reeval- 
uated). 

Successful projects fully 
inpleaented* 



Mechanisms in place. Re- 
assessment! as needed. 



Initiative; 



EXHIBIT 10: COPING WITH ENERGY OR WATER SHORTAGES*' 

Thrust 2, Initiative F 
^ 1 a Focus Group : 



F. . .coping -with emergency situation* caused by energy or 
water shortages or other interruptions Co supply. 




Families. 



. Targe cs for che 80 T s 



Two Year Targe cs 



Five tfe*ar Targets 



Ten Year Targecs 



Research— * " ' 

— Develop and incerprec research-based 
inforaacion Co facilitate household 
func cloning during emergencies. 

■ ■ **> 



^Extension— 

— information continuously available 

• co families* to assist them in , 

• .coping v^ch energy «n<f water 
"^esergenc'ieSj 



Higher Education- *. 

— strengthen and expand professional 
training with respect to data ■ 
collection method* (both labora- 
tory and field studies) and 
in*\ytic£2^kills^ essential Co che 
study of household functioning, 
during energy and water^ emergency 
situation*. 



Jointly conducted inventory and 

a**essmenc\of presently available 

daca .and materials." 
i 



Plans tJevelo^ped and* proposed ^or 
lis iced- *c alt,* household surveys 
Co identify currenc practices, 
"and attitudes about alternative^, 
implementation begun. 
(SEA-AR, SAES regional research 
committee) y* 



Program model developed for nation- 
wide, continuously available infor- 
mac ion, 4 adapted to io*csi, conditions , 
and periodically updaced. Available 
resources and "budget needs assessed. 
Piloc projeccs designed. (SEA, CES 
cask force) v 



Joint assessment of needs for man- 
power and facilities* professional 
education and targeted support. 
Implementation underway. (SEA, SAES, 
CES) 



Research findings assessed and 
Interpreted fro* a faaily decision- 
making perspective. Documentation 
published and available Co pro- 
fessionals. fSEA-AR, *SAES) 

Mechanisms in place for periodic 
review and modification in response 
CO "observes* or anticipated changes 
in resource availability, technology, 
household characteristics, or JDther 
faccors affecting resource consump- 
cion. (SEA-AR) 



Pilot projects completed and evaluated, 
Program model appropriately revised. 
Flans completed J;or full implementation 
nationally. (SEA, CES, vich cask force 
activity as needed) 



Professionally trained persons available 
to meet qanpovec needs for teaching snd 
research, w 



Program operational nation- 
vide. System testa designed 
and implemented. 



Reassessment conducted of 
manpower situation and 
need. (SEA) 



6£T 
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EXHIBIT 10:. COPIW/WITH ENERGY OR WATER SHORTAGES (Continued) 



targets for tht 80' s 



Two Tear Targets 



Five Year Targets 



Ten Year Target* 



Untegra t 

— Facilitate communication of 
, re§ earch~based information co 
professional* in useful font. 



tfoint assessment vichin SEA to 
separate' and shared responslbll- 
idea of Research, Extension, and . 
TIS. 

To prevent overlap of efforts, plan 
developed for division of responsi- 
bilities in assessing and cataloging 
presently available materials, and In 
developing "stop-gap" materials 
baaed on the present ststerof-the- 
art, co meet immediate pressing needs. 

Proposal developed for expanding 
Researcht Extension, an4 TIS capa- 
bilities in the area of research- 
based information on household use 
of energy and other resources— 
specifically, via consumer decision- 
making modules tKat can be adapted 
by educators to local* conditions ^ 
(Research) , clearinghouse role 
(Extension), and technical informa- 
tion systems (TlS). 



Re-asseasment, as needed. 



Re-assessment , as needed. 



Pilot projects completed, 
evaluated, and implemented 
(or re-focused, and re- 
evaluated) 

Successful projects fully 
Implemented* 



Mechanisms in place- 
assessment,' as needed. 
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Program Initiative .' 

G.*: .Program delivery modes that ire less 
for clientele as veil as for program 



EXHIBIT 11. KESOURCE-EFFIClEJCr^ROCR/^ DELIVERY HOSES 
• Thru it 2, Initiative G 



transportation Intensive 
professionals* 



Focus Group* : 
Extension personnel. 



Targets for the 80* t 



Two Year Target* 



Five Year Targets 



Ten Year Targets 



Research — 

#~ • 

—Develop research-bated Information 
on energy consumption associated with 
alternative program delivery modes, 
Including trade-off chat say exist 
between energy* efficiency and program 
effectiveness, 

Extenslpn-- 

— Utilize program delivery aat homolo- 
gies and technologies that are 
resource conserving, efficient and 
ef fectlve,' including* 
-computer technology 
-audio » video telecon- 
ferences and telelectures * 
-consumer newsletters I spec- 
ialized by audience 
-statewide system* utilizing 
$ dial-access technology 
muss media. Including Cable TV' 
-electronic sail * 
-correspondence courses * 
•use of volunteer **master ( 
hooeaaVers** to answer con- 
sumer calls for Information. 

Integration/ Coordination-* 

^-Extend research-based In forma- 
tton-Lto* extension professionals 
and R> others Involved In < 
Really education progress* 




Jointly conducted Inventory and 
assessment^ existing practices 
and assessment of alternatives 
completed. (SAES, CES) 



Inventory arid assessment oj 
existing practices. conducted 
(jointly vith\research staff). 
Preliminary results distributed 
to. state CES staffs. (CES,*$AES), 



s 



Extension- 
Approach developed to share 
new Information within 
Extension channels. (CES,' 
SEA) f 

Other family education progress*- - 
'Joint assessment and development ■ 
of approach for sharing Information. 
(CES, SEA, • other cooperators and 
agencies) 



Documentation published and 
available to professionals. 
Mechanisms In place for 
periodic review and* modifi- 
cations. 



Results of assessment of alter* 
native methodologies and practices 
utilized In CES planning in all 
states. 



Docusentatlon In hands of family 
education program professionals. 
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EXHIBIT 12. USE OF DIETARY fcECOttBTOATIOHS 
Thrust 3 , Initiative A 



Program Initiative s Focus Groups : 

w 

A... research which facilitates adaptation sod use of dietary standards and ' Families as consumers, 

recomm en dation* (e.g., the RDA's and the Diet**? Guidelines for Americans) 
to needt and problems ^families and individuals, taking Into account 
household practices, resource limitations, and stage In family life cycle. 



Target* for the SO 'a 



Two-year Tafgets 



Gomprehens ive compilation and ^ 
asses sment of published research 
results on food and nutrition 
and diet as related to house- 
hold food practice*, resource 
limitations, and f daily life 
cycle; research underway on. 
all major topics. 



Available research examined 
concerning practices of fam- 
ilies at each stage of the 
life cycle*. Determination 
made, ojf where research is 
inadequate (SEA and SAES 
task force). 



.Develop review articles 
(i.e. biological, dietary 
practices, food composition 
and community) to susnarlze 
what ls.known (SEA and SAES 
task force). 



Five-year Targets 



Needed research underway. 
(SEA-HI] & SAES). 



Ten -year Targets 



Hew data Interpreted 
for use by professionals in 
education and direct family 
use. Needs assesses* for > 
t additional or updated 
research. 



Available information 
Interpreted in the form 
of guidance for families 

(SAES). 



Results of the use pf gui- 
dance by professionals and 
families evaluated. 



t 



EXHIBIT 13. MULTIPLE APPROACH TO* NUTRITION EDUCATION 
Thrust 3* Initiative B 



Program Initiative ; 



ft. . .multidiscipllnary nutrition tod education programs vhlch 
emphasize nutrlt Ion's role In health promotion Including; 
1\ Information Co mske informed food choices 

2) diet factors related to health risks , V 

3) ways to Improve nutritional quality of food 



Focua croups i 

Teachers and students in K-12, other educators, 
food industry executives* Families with special 
needs; (ainglerperson households, single-parent 
families*, multl«»earuer~famllies' t elderly). 



Targets for the 80* a 



Guidance materials developed 
fo t r educators and family 
counselors on the use of 
Dietary Guideline* for Amer- 
icans, RE**s and nutrition 
labeling, that t*ke into 
account household food prac- 
tices, resource limitations 
(including physical and time 
limitation*), and ethnic or 
cultural food preferences 
of all major population groups. 



Two-year Targets 



\ 



Assessment completed of 
current use of dietary 
materials including in- 
dustry Produced materisl* 
and of gaps and need 
for education, considering 
needs of ethnic and cul- 
tural groups in population. 
Research designed to fill 
gaps and needs ($AE£ Regional 
Research Committee), 



five-year Targets 



Existing materials re- u 
vieved and updated for 
accuracy and pertinence* 
Nev material prepared 
as needed, utilizing 
available research, 
(SEA, SAE$> CES cask 
-tiorce) 

Industry 'participation 
in development of nev 
materials encouraged. 



Ten-year Targets 



Resource material provided 
to educators in* heal th «nd 
multidisciplinary nutrition 
programs* Effectiveness of 
materials evaluated by in- 
dependent agent* 
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EXHIBIT* 1$. KITTRITIONAL AND FOOD SAFETY ASPECTS OF HOME FOOD PREPARATION 



Thrust 3, Initiative* C and D 



Program Initiatives : 

C. hc** food preparation methods that reflect dietary guidance, conserve 
nutritional quality, are economical and energy efficient, and are 
acceptable to given ethnic and cultural groups. 

D. . * development of nev knowledge *nd tested recomaendatlons regarding food 

safety— reco a w e nded handling In household, recognition of hazards. 



Focus Groups : * 

Ethnic and cultural minorities. 
Preparers of food in the home. 



Targets for the 80 1 a 



Two-year Targets 



Five-year Targe tf 



Ten-year Targets 



Develop information to help 
home food handlers, including 
ethnic and cultural mlnories, 
utilize appropriate food 

methods that will result in 
nutritional and safe food 
acceptable within their 
culture* ' 



Technical review completed ^ 
of article* on nutritional t 
composition of foods pre- 
pared in different ways. 
Emphasis given to ethnic 
and cultural groups. Review 
completed of available re- 
search results on effect of 
home food preservation aethods 
on nutritional quality, safety, 
energy, and monetary costs. 
Caps in research identified 
(SEA-HN ahd Regional Research 
Committee)". 



Research program under* 
way to answer questions 
Identified as research ^ 
gap* and develop more 
effective home practices 
(Regional research studies, 
special grants, and*SEA-HN 
research) - 



Existing and new research 
interpreted for use "by 
professionals in develop- 
ment of educational mate* 
rials. Program materials 
based on validated findings 
produced, tested, and 
disseminated. 



{ 
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»' EXHIBIT 15. FOOD AND NUTRITION REFERRAL SERyiCES IN. COMMUNITIES 
Thrust 3, Initiative E 



Program Initiative : 



E... initiation, strengthening, and coordination of existing information 
and referral services in\comunities regarding food and nutrition^ *S 
programs available to families. 



Focus Croups ; 
Urban residents. 



Target for the SO 'a \ ' 



Food and nutrition program 
in format idn_and referral servici 
, Citable in all communities. 



Two-year Targets 



Plan developed for service to be 
available at community, State and 
Federal levels. Appropriate funding 
or sponsoring of cooperative agencies 
identified, (SEA-CES tart force). 



Five-year Target* 



Referral services Established ^ 
Needed assessment sV&de to support 
' elimination of duplication in * 
program objectives - staffing. 



Ten^year Targets 



Evaluation of effectiveness 
of referral services com- 
pleted by independent agent. 
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EXHIBIT PROFESSIONAL EDUCATION IN "HOUSEHOLD FOOD MANAGEMENT, FOOD SCIENCE, 

* FOOD ECONOMICS, NUTRITION SCIENCE AND SfcuCATION, COMKUN/fr * 
4 NUTRITION AND DIETETICS 



* ^ 



* ProKraa Initiative : 



Thrust 3. Initiative F 




. .»uj>pleji*iital education, advanced degree programs, training, grants, 
graduate* ass it tanj, stipends, research funding, designed to produce 
Sufficient numbers of coapttent persons for research, education, an<^ 
policy aaking ln»household food management, food science, food 
* • economic^, nutrition sconce "and education, comdnity rfatrition » 
,*nd dietetics*. » 

: . ! : 



Focus Croups : 
Academic community. 



Acad 

r. 



TargeTs" for the 80 f s 



Tvo-^year^ Targets 



Five-year Targets 



Ten-year Targets 



Sufficient nuabers of appropriately Needs assessed for ^umbers *f per-* * Adequate, supply of available * 
trained professionals available to sons with graduate degree^ in appro- professionals u*ith needed 



conduct research and education 
programs 



prlate specialties, and of ty£es of m * expertise available, 
posit Ions a variable and potential 
employers, ; and of training needs. 



Reassessment tdhvi'w*$&oX 
manpower situation and * 
needs. 



* Information made kncv?> to academic 
* cosaofunUy, career program guidance* 
persons in* public schools* and 
to private industry (task force of 
SEA and cooperators) . 

./ 5 • "'. 

' 't ' 
.»-«•. 
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EXKISI7 17- KUTKITIOK EDUCATION NETWORKS 
Tfcrus"t 3 f Initiative G 



C. ..networks to provide nutrition education, including 

ex?eii*ion> Wealth car^ providers, higher education, /esearcb. 



0 < 



FoAia Groups : 
Concerned professionals. 



target for the SO's 



Tvo-year Targets' 



Five-year Target. 



Ten-year Target* 



! ^ V ^" *!! functioning to ASaesaaent of present methods 'and their Netiork. established snd fun.cioning. Ttcseaaaent collated of 
£r can. « d «»*V » .11 . purpo.e and duplication, and gap. 1„ (seT.s coordinator) „ eed8 Wed.byletvork 4 

* mr . lcm ' ' *'" verln8 to public. (SI*- , „ d thelr rationing. 



SCES apecl.l study). 

Plan developed for strengthening 
existing networks, ellralnate unnecessary 
duplication and closing gaps, m f 

(Interagency task Yorce including S&i, 
SCES, other agencies and cooperators) . 



and their functioning. 
Recoraendations developed 
readjust&ent- 
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EXHIBIT 18. PARENTING TO 1 PROMOTE OPTIMUM DEVELOPMENT OF CHILDREN 
Thrust 4, Initiative A 



Program Initiative : < 

A... cm parenting lUllt that promote the 



Focus Croups: 



optimua development ot* children. 



1) Child care providers 
Singl« 
T^enag 



\ 2} Single parents 
VJ) T*~enaged parents 



Target* for the 80' a 



Two Year Targets 



Research-- * 

—Expand research, base tt> identify 
sajor characteristics of optimum 
development, their interrelation* 
ahipt, and practices which contribute 
to development of these characteristics 
in children. * 

Extension— 

—Extend network to ensure tha;t s 
research* baaed education on ^ 
parenting is provided to single 
parents, teenage parents , and 
child care providers. 



Five Year Targets 

* 



Ten Year Targets 



Higher Education — 

—Strengthen and expand, professional 
training in parenting education* 



Iql-egr a t ion/ Coo rd ltva t ion— 

—Produce and disseminate research - 
based guidance materials to help 
single parents, teenage parents, 
and child care providers assess and 
improve their parenting practice?. 



Review of existing research completed 
by SAES regional research committee, 
gaps and data needs Identified; 
study(s) designed to expand research 
base. 



Present'outreach to focus groups 
assessed by SEA-CES task force. 
Seeds (location and objectives) 
, identified for strengthened effort. 
Methodologies determined; potential 
identified for cooperative programs 
with other agencies: 



Jo^nt assessment of needsr~for man- 
power and facilities, professional 
education, 4&d targeted support. 
Implementation underway. (SEA, 
SAES, CES) 



Task force (SEA, CES, SAES) review 
.of existing program materials- com- 
pleted, needs for new information 
and program materials identified, 
agreement reached on responsibilities 
for meeting needs. * « 



Regional and SAES research under- 
way to generate missing information. 



CES network expanded or selectively 
strengthened to serve focus groups 
tiding new program maper^als. 



Professionally trained person's 
available' to meet manpower needs 
pfor teaching and research. 



New program materials .developed 
for focus groups. Materials* 
utilize available data and are 
^suitable to determined uffbn j 
methodologies. t + 



Studies completed and 
reported, assessment of 
s ta te-o f-Jcnowledge 
completed and published. 



Evaluation completed* needs 
assessed for program adjust- 
ments. 



Reassessment conducted of 
manpower Situation and 
needs. (SEA) 



Program materials incorpor- 
ating or based on new 
research developed and 
disseminated. 
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EXHIBIT 19* MANAGEMENT OF STRESS IN FAMILIES 
Thrutt 4, Initiative, B 



Program Initiative : 

% 

* • 

B...on how f*»m*« cea identify end manage the stress associated with changing 
social end'Sccnomlc conditions (e.g., inflation, employment outlooks)! 
change* In family structure ,(e,g. p divorce, widowhood, retirement, and 
other critical life events), moving, Job change, unemployment. 



Focus Group: 
Affected families* 



Targets for the 80 '* 



Research — - 

1 —Develop Knowledge of .Incidence? 
causes and nature of stress In 
families and of the results of 
stress Evaluate approaches to 
stress management, including 
preventive and ameliorative •, 
practices. ' 



Two Tear Targets 



Five Year Targets 



Research received and review articles 
prepared by SAES regional research 
committee; specific data needa and 
evaluation studies Identified for 
regional research 1 and special grant 
support. 



Regional study underway, special 
grants frograa established. Joint 
SAES-CES studies underway to 
evaluate educational aethodologles 
and approaches. , 



Ten Year Targets 



Studies completed and 
reported* Review and 
assessment of know^cd^e 
completed- Evaluation of 
future .data needs In * , 
process. 



Ex tens lor 



~£&t*fell*h educational programs 
needed by families to help them 
manage stress assoplated with 
changing social and ecojptft? 
conditions, changes ln/fsmily' 
structure and other critical 
life events. 

Higher fcducatlon — 

— Provide professional education 
needed to' train adulators and 
researcher* In the \rt* of family 
stress. t ^ 



— Develops guidance material 
based on validated information, 
for use by professionals vorf-ing 
wyh families. 



89. 



Task force (SEA,^C£S) eateblishcd 
to work with regional CES, associa- 
tions and subject matter specialists 
In States to identify specific needs 
for new program effort. 



Joint assessment of meeds for 
manpower and facilities, 
professional education and 
targeted support. Implementa- 
tlon underway. (SEA, SAES, 
CES) 



— £g& network to provide stress 
management offerings expanded 
and improved. 



Joint task force (SEA, SAES, CES; 
established 1 to review available 
program materials, identify gaps 
and needs - identify needs. for 
evaluation studies (educational 
methods, logic and approaches). 
Facilitate, establishment of 
responsibilities for performing 
needed*yark. 



Professionally trailed persons 
available to meet manpower needs 
for teaching and research. 



New program materials prepared en< 
evaluated In accordance with agreed 



on responsibilities 
to professionals 



snd disseminated 



■ -Heve-ln-pl*** educational — 
. programs to provide Informa- 
tion on stress management tx 
locatipns of greatest need 
for such programs. Avail- 
ability of auch assistance 
known to potential users. 

\eaeiessoent conducted of 
manpower situation and 
- needs . 



Program materiale prepared 
ojr updated oft the basis of 
new research. 
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EXHIBIT* 20. FAMILY AKD COMMUNITY SUPPORT SYSTEMS 
Thrust 4, Initiatives C and D 



Profiraa Initiatives^ ' * v 

C. the nature, j^tte^t, and contribution Co family veil-being of support 
system* (cosstatity or milt i -gene rational family 7 ) that enable families 
to plan for and adjust to changes through the life cycle. 

* 

D. ..on, the impact of communities, Institutions^ and services on the 

"functioning "and well-being families* ' V 



Focus Croups : fc • 

t , 

Multi-generationai households, geographically mobile 
families, transient fasilies. 

* r & * 

Community and rural development planners. 



/ 'x 

s x for ^he 



Target 



80'a 



T 



knowle 



r 



n Two Year Targets 



Five Year targets 



Ten Year Targets 



Research — 



Develop knowledge t the nature and 
extent ef famiiy and comgunity support 
ay* teas and services and evaluate their 
potential for helping families adjust 
to change. * ■ ^ 

Extension— 

—Extend network Co ensure that 
research- based knowledge about 
family and cottaunity* support 
system* is available and utilized k 
in lap roving faaily functioning.^ 

Higher Education — , g # \ 

— DeveIdf^"***£TTcicaT: &a45" of 
trained professionals to , 
disseminate information. . 

I ntegration/ &y»r A i n» r i f>r*-- 

— Produce and disseainate research 
based guidance oate rials to help 
single parentst teenage parent*, 
and whild care providers, assess 
• Vtd improve *their parenting skills 
sn<* "ac'ices. 



Research reviewed and review articles 
prepared by SA£S regional research 
committee, specific data need's 
identified and regional study designed. 

r \ 
*> 

Present outreach to focus groups 
assessed by 5EA-CES task forte., Iveeds 
(location and objectives; Identified 
for strengthened effort. Methodologies 
determined; potential identified for co- 
operative programs with other agencies. 



Joint assessment of needs for manpower 
and facilities, professional education, 
.and targeted support. (SEA, SAES, «CES) * 

r * ' 

*• " 0 

Task'forte (SEA, CES, SAESj review of 

existing program materials completed, 
needs for new information and program 
materials identified, agreement, reached 
on responsibilities for meeting needs. 



Regional, study underway, special 
grants program established. 



CES network expended or selec- 
tively strengthened to serve 
focus groups using new program 
materials. j 



Studies completed and state- 
of-knowledge papers completed X 
and published. Arrangements^ 
in place for regular updating 



Continuous* reliable, research- 
based information and programs 
available. Evaluation method- 
ology developed and programs 
regularly 'assessed. Needs 
assessed for program adjustment* 



Professionally trained persons Reassessment conducted of man- 
available to meet manpower nee'ds,/' power situation snd needs. tSEAj 
for teaching and research. 

f fc 

Nev and updated program materials SEA a recognized source for 
Utilizing available dstaj devejf- program ma terisjs incorporat- 
oped for focus groups, suitable ing or cased on new research 
to agreed upon methodologies, in developed and disseminated, 
accordance with agreed on division 
of responsibilities. 



EXHIBIT 21. COMPREHENSIVE AXD VALIDATED RESEARCH BASE 



7 



Targets for the 80' s 



Develop critical M»ses of research 
capability (i.e., scientists, 
support personnel # / f acilitie t end 
equipment) to ^oeetyieeds for 
national end special purpose 
studies'. » 

Develop coepreherfsive date 
sod vslid conclusions oi>.oajor 
hypotheses end applied research 
questions. ( * 

Interpret results for program 
applications. , % 



j Strengthen and improve \^ 
communication channels Setv- 
research end education* 



tveen 



"two Year Targets 



Five Year Targets 



Existing literature reviewed; gaps 
ajfta in valid information identified. 
Specific data needs identified 
tSEA-AR end cooperators).. National 
survey(s) designed to neet needs of 
SEA and cooperators (SEA-AR) . 

Regional end State projects designed 
to provide* dsta on special populations 
or utilize national dat^a in special 
analyses (SAES and other cooperators). 



National survey data collected to 
meet needs of SEA and cooperators; 
data tapes available to cooperators 
(SEA-AR). 



Regional and State projects under- 
way (SAES and other cooperators). 



Available research d^ta review 
assessed, interpreted, and 
disseminated. (SEA) 



Communication channels between 
research and education clearly 
established and productive. (SEA) 



Ten Tear Targets 



Research completed and pub- 
lished. Program interpre- 
tations developed, dis- 
seainatedt And implemented. 



Research~based materials 
prepared and disseminated to 
users of information and 
education programs. 

State of knowledge assessed 
and, needs for additional 
research identified. 
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BCUIMT 22. PROVIDING FOR PROFESSIOKAJ-'DCPERTISE TO IMPLEMENT HEW* INITIATIVES 
IIUjpKE ECOft&UCS RESEARCH AKD EXTENSION 



Target* for the 80 r s 



Two Vear Targets 



Provide opportunities and support 
for advanced higher education in 
hose economic* to produce needed 
profess lonal expertise. 



Manpower needs assessed for 
specific research or educational 
responsibilities or expertise. 
* 

Targeted support provided; for 
^srofeasionaa education. 



Five Vear Targets 



Adequate supply available of 
professionals with needed expertise, 
including a significant increase in 
the number with advanced degrees. 



Ten Vear Targets 



Reassessment conducted of 
manpower situation and-neeA, 



/ 
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EXHIBIT 23, cfasUMEj* INFORMATION DELIVERIES Xfo REFERRAL SERVICE 



Targets for the 80' * 



Two Year Targets 



Building. on the preterit cooperative 
extension networks! 

Expand, atrengtnen, and maintain 
consumer education, centers to 
serve focus groups. 



Establish* etrengthenlor "maintain, 
as needed, communications links, 
* referral services and mechanisms 
for cooperative or coordinated 
action, , • » 

Develop, test* and Implement 
effective and efficient method- 
ologies and approaches for «* 
providing information and 
education to focgp groups. 



Establish appropriate account* 1 
ability for targeted program*. 



Capabilities x>t existing, networks 
reviewed; agencies identified with 
potential Sas cooperators; models 
developed and plans completed for 
strengthened/eafosflded'' network. 
(SEA-EXT find SEA cooperators) . 



/ 

■ t 

Pilot projects in place 'to test 
efficiency of methodology to 
reach focus groups. 



Process for evaluation of program 
consequences in place. » 



Five Year targets 



Ten Year Targets 



Networks In process of being strengthen- 
ed and expanded. , 



1 



Improved methodology adapted to 
regional, state," and local need 
and Incorporated in programming 
procedures I 



Progress reports on program 
consequences being released 
periodically. * 



Expanded" networks fully 
operational- 4 Evaluation 
performed of it sufficiency 
and effectiveness in .provid- 
ing information arid educa-^ 
tion to focusjgroups. 
Recommendations developed 
for modifications, if needed. 



Flexibility to meet new 
user demands effectively 
incorporated into program- 
ming -practice. ' 



Progress reports on program 
consequences being released 
/periodically. 



24, KATIGJiAL ClEARlKCHffJSE OK rriE FAHltY 



Target* for the $0'a 



x 



Two Year Targets 



, Five Year Targets' 



tfSDA> approved 
Aj stable and collect /family and con- 
sumer educational materials, including 
the results of home economics ^research, 
training methods, procedures, and other 
related materials vhlchVould be maln- 
talned in the National Agricultural 
Library and provided to Cooperative 
Extension and other interested persons. 

Provide* access to'qurrent research 
results, bibliographic data bases 
(ACRICOLA, ERIC, etc.)* human l~ 
a resources directory, multimedia 
* resources, end the Extension 
Questional resources bibliography,' 
cosputer assisted Instruction 
teaching module directory* and action 
regulatory program informationT^ 

Develop information systems that 
would provide the following 
management functions: (a) Problem 
log of solved/unsolved problems; 
(b) action line to other consumer 
education centers; and (c) activities 
and accomplishment reports. 



Ten Year Targets 



Clearinghouse established and per- 
forming some of planned functions. 
(SEA-TIS) 



Computer access to resources 
established in every state,vlth 
staff capability to access 
system (CES). 



Design process to collect needed 
data and catalogue/organize for, 
management purposes. 



/ 



Clearinghouse fully functioning. 
Evaluation completed of its 
effectiveness. Reassessment 
completed of needs. Recommends^ 
tlons developed for adjustments. 



Computer access to resources, 
established in every countY,wlth 
staff capabl^ H I*y*tb* access system 
(CES) ♦and-'procedures being, 
established for direct access by 
JtJsers* 



Re porting system in place and 
functioning. 



Clearinghouse fully function- 
ing, Eyaluatlon completed of 
Its effectiveness. Reassess- 
ment completed of needs. * 
Recommendations developed for 
adjustments. 



Computerized data available to 
appropriate us^rs to provide 

^information on current program 
.sVatus and identify emerging 

\ problem s. 



Cooperate with other Federal and non- Communication with other agencies 
Federal efforts that provide information to identify common Interests and 

.retrieval support to Consumer edti- \available data bases, 
cat or a such as the Consumer Education"** — - 

Resources Network (CERH) to assure * v 

access *to their" Information system. * 



Pilot efforts Implemented at 
Federal snd non-Federal levels. 



f 



Information system In place to 
provide- research results and 
information to users. 
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EXHIBIT 25. i PROCESS* OVERVIEW 



fnvolveaen t /As tea fment * 



Research: 



Review and evaluate existing research 
findings , B including evaluation of ^ 
- education and research methodologies. 

Develop a ayntheai* of questions and 
conclusions. , 

* Identify potential for cooperative f 
or coordinated effort. 

Extension ! ■ 

Review existing mode of program delivery to 
J and coverage of focus groups. 



identify needs for program delivery , 
methods and locations. 

Assess potential for cooperative or 
coordinated effort with other providers. 



Hlghe'r Education : 

Examine and assess present programs In 
light of needs for specific professional 
competences. Prioritize curriculum and 
program needs. 

IntevTAttfin/CpnrdiTyMrlr.l. (a Shared \ 

*" responsibility) : V 
v . 
inventory and assess available data and 
program materials. 



Identify needs for new or strengthened* 
Materials and Information, v 



■ 

■ A 



Analysls/Developtent 



Develop and conduct research prograxo&p 
to generate missing information and 
knowledge. * f 



Eitpand. education programs to reach new 
audiences, using new oethodologfes, and * 
approaches. , 4 

hxamine characteristics and life &yle °£ 
potential audience and modliy delivery 
modes as needed, ' ( 

Clarify uniqfce role of CES to avoid dupU- 
cation of service r while Jjcoproving or 
expanding user benefit..- f 

Strengthen capacities^ institutions 
to provide highly trained profe*sl<}nals 
In needed specialties and to respond to 
societal needs. * $ . 



Continuously integrate knowledge into 
education materials and disseminate 
materials. 



Integration/Evaluation ^ 



Assess and synthesize firings. 
Interpret knowledge for professionals 
<and public policy makers. 



Evaluate remits of education programs ^ 
* and resulting social and economic 
consequences . 

Integrate new with traditional methodology 
to meet expanding clientele need* ' 

Improve and extend outreach to and 
resources available for target audiences. 



Evaluate fulfillment of manpower needs. 



Interpret knowledge for target audiences 
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APPENDIX 'At PERTINENT EXCERPTS FROM 
PUBLIO^AW 95-113— SEPT'.. 29, J.977 



, FOOD AND AGRICULTURAL ACT OF 1977 

TITLE XIV— NATIONAL AGRICULTURAL 
t . ' RESEARCH, EXTENSION, AND TEACHING 



\ ' . y^/* POLICY ACT OF 1 



977 



SHORT TITLE 



» SEC. JL401 . This Citle may be cited as 1 
the. "National Agricultural Research, 
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of 

Subt^t le. A-'-Findings , Purposes , and 
Definitions 1 

FINDINGS 



SEC . 1402, Congress 1 fiends that — 

(1) * the Federal Government bf the 1 
United States has provided funding sup- 
port for agricultural research and ex- 
tension fo^ many years in order to pro- 

v mote and protect $ the general health- and 
a , welfare of the people of the United 

States , and this support has 
* significantly contributed to the ' \ 

development of ^ the Nation's 'agricultural 

system; 

(2) the agencies conducting such 
federally supported 'research were estab- 
lished at different, times in response to 
different and' specific needs and their 
wprfc is not fully coordinated; " 

(3) . these agencies have only been 
partially successful in responding to 
the needs of all persons affected by 
their research, and useful information 
produced through such federally sup- • 

4 ported research is not being efficiently 
transferred to the people of the^United 
States; 

'(A) expanded agricultural research 
* and, extension are needed to meet the 
rising demand for food and fiber caused 
by increases in worldwide population and 
food shortages due to short-term, local* 
ized*, and adverse climatic conditions; 

(5) -^increased research is necfes- 
sary \o alleviate' Inadequacies of the 



marketing system (including storage^ 0 
transportation , and distribution of 
agricultural and forest products^ ^[hich 
have impaired United Stages agricultural 
production and utilization; . * 

v Q5) advances in food and agricul-* 
tural sciences and, technology havje be- 
come increasingly limited by the concen-* 
tration upon the through development 
and exploitation of currently known 
scientific principles and technological 
approaches at the expense of more funda- 
mental re8ear^r& and a strong research 
effort in the basic sciences is neced- 
6ary to achieve breakthroughs in knowl- 
edge that can support new and innovative 
food and agricultural technologies;* 

(7) Federal funding levels for 
agricultural research and extension in 
recent years have not been commensurate 
with needs stemming from changes in 
United States Agricultural practices and, 
the world food and agricultural 
situation;' 

(8) new Federal initiatives\ar* 
needed in the areas of — 

(A) research to find alterna- 
tives to technologies based on 
fossil fuels; 

(b) . research and extension on 
human nutrition and food consump* 
tion patterns in order to improve 
the health and vitality of the 
people of the United States; 

(C) research to find solu- 
tions to environmental problems 
caused by technological changes 
in food and agricultural * 
production; 

(D) aquac.ul turaLsVesearch and 
extension; y 

(E) research arid extension 
directed toward improving the 
management and use of the 
Nation's natural and renewable 
resources in order to. meet the 

increased demand for forest pro- 
ductp, conserve water resources 
(through irr igat ion*m4nagejnent , 
taii water reus^, desalination, . ( 



] 





crpp conversation, 'and other ' 
water conservation techniques); 
conserve abil resources, and 
properly mat\age rang eland a; 

(F) improving and expanding 
the research and extension pro- 
grams -in- home economics; . $ 
(G> extensio\ programs in 

m energy conservation; > 

(H) .extension programs in , 
forestry and natural\ resources , 
with special emphasis\to be given 
to improving the productivity, of 
small private wood landsy! modern- 
ising wood harvesting andkutili- 

- tation, developing and dissemina-' 
ting reliable multiple-use ^re- 
source management information to' 
all landowners and consumers, ^nd 
the general public, wildlife, 
water8hed t and" recreational man- s 
agement, and cultural practicfea^ 
(including reforestation, protec- 
tion, and rel'a^ed matters); 

, . {V research on climate, 1 . 
^drought, and weather modification 
as factors in food and agricul- 
tural production; 

(j) more intensive agricul- < 
tural research and extension pro- 
grams oriented to the needs of 
small farmers and their families 
and ttfe family farm system, which 

\\s a vital component of the agri- 
cultural production .capacity of 
this country; 

(K) research to expand export 
markets for agricultural 
coram odi ties; - ^ x 

(L) * development and implemen- 
tation, through research, of more 
efficient:, less wasteful, and en- 
vironmentally sound methods of 
producing, processing, marketing, 
aruj utilizing food, fiber, waste* 
products, other nonfood. 

» agricultural products, and forest 
and rangeland products; 4 r 



(M) research to develop new 
crops, in order to expand our use 
of varied soil* and increase" the 
choice of nutritional and econom- 
ically viable crops avai lable '£or 
cultivation; and 

. (o) investigation and analy- 
sis of the practicability*, desir- 
ability, and feasibility of using 
organic waste materials to im- 
prove soil tilth and fertility, 
and extension programs to dissem- 
inate practical information .re,- 
tlting from such investigations , 
analyses; .and-" ^ 
(9) \he existing agricultural re- 
search system consisting o£ the Federal 
Government, \he land-grant colleges a ftd 
universities, mother colleges and univer- 
sities engaged Vn agricultural research, 
the agricultural experiment stations, 
and the private s^tor constitute an es- 
sential Rational resource winch must 
servi as the foundation for any further „ 
v strengthening of agricultural research 
in' the Vnited States. 



\ 



PURPOSES % 

SEC .\ 1403. The purposes of this title 
\are to — 

Oi) establish, firmly the 
Department of Agriculture as the lead 
agency the Federal Government for the 
food apd agricultural sciences, and to 
emphasize Nthat agricultural research, 
extension, \and teaching are distinct 
missions of\the Department of 
* v Agriculture? 

(2) undertake the special measures 
set forth in this title to improve the 
coordination ana planning of agricul- 
tural -research, identify needs and es*- 
tablisfr priorities for such research, , 
assure that high priori tySjresearch is 
giveo adequate funding, assure that 
national agricultural research, 
extension, and teaching objectives 
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are fully fi4hief/ed ? and assure that the 
. results 6£ agricultural research are ef- 
fectively communicated and demonstrated*, . 
to farmers, processors, h&ndlttrs , con- 
-sumers, and all other users who can, ben- , 
. efit therefrom;* ^ * 

# . (3) increase cooperation ai\d .coor- 
dination in the performance fc of agricul- 
tural research by Federal departments ^ 
'and agencies, the States , 'Statg agricul- ' 
tural experiment stations , colleges and 
universities, arid user groups;' K : 

(A^L- enable the Federal Government ^ 
t * ie ^^^^^w* _fcolle^es ^and universities , 
andotmSB to implement needed agri^61* 
tiiraV research, extension, and t^eaphing" 
prpgrtrts, including the initiatives spec- 
ified infection 1402(8) of this title, 
through «th£ establishment of#new pro* 
, grams #nd the improvement of exisiting, 
programs , as provided for in this " m , 
title;.-', . \- - . 1# /■ 

' (S) esfa$>lislv a, new program of 
grants for high-priority agricultural 
^ research t^o be awarded on tm basis of 
competition among scientific research 
worker b and all colleges and t , 

„ universities ;f * 1 

* (6) ■ establish a rfew program pf 
grants^ for facilities and instrumenta- 
tion used in agricultural research; and 

*(7) establish a new program of ed- 
ucation grants and fellowships to 
strengthen training and research pro- 
grams in the* food an'd agricultural . . 
sciences , to be awarded ^on the basis of 
competition. • 

\ 1 "DEFINITIONS ' ■ > 

*SEC. 1404* When^used in' this title— < 

' (1) the tSrm "Advisbry Board" 

^meani the Rational Agricultural Research 
and Extension Users Advisory Board; , 

~, the term "agricultural 

research" means research in tjie food and 

^agricultural sciences; ^ 

. (3) th& tern "aquaculture" mjeans 
the propagation and reari/Q#io£ aqua- 
cultural species, including, but not- 
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limited to, any species of finfish, 

Husk, or crustaceafi (or oth^r aquatic 
fe^tebrate) , amphibjLan, reptilg, or 
f^uatic plant, in controlled or selected 
environments; " 

<4K tjief terras "college" and 
"university" raeap an educational insti- 
tution ift any State which (A) adnrits as 
regular students only persons having a 
certificate of graduation from a school 
'providing secondary 6ducat:kon, or the 
recognized AjuiValertt . of. such' a certifi- 
cate, (B).i8s- legally authorized within 
such State to. provide. a program of qdu- - 
cation beyond secondary educationj (C) 
provides an educational pxgjzJam for 
which a- bachelor's degree or any other 
higher degree is awarded, (D) is a pub- 
lic^ "or other nonprofit institution and^ 
(E) is accredited by a nationally recog- 
nized accrediting agency or 
association; 

* (5) the terra "cooperative exten- 
sion services" means the organizations 
established at the land-grant colleges ^ 
v and universities under the Smith-Lever 
'Act bi May 8, 1914 (38 Stflt. 372-374, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 341-349), and section 
209(b) of the Act of October 26, 1974 
(88 St at'. 1428, as amended J*D.C. Code, 
sec- 31-17W(b); " 

{fid the terra "Department of 
Agriculture" means the United States 
Department of *Agriculture ; 



(7) the term "extension" means 



the 



informal education programs conducted in 
th^ States in cpoperation with 1 the 
Department of Agriculture; m * * 

, (8) the t em "tood and agricul- a 
£ural sciences" means sciences relating 
t<? food and agriculture in* the broadest 
sense, including the social, economic, 
and political considerations of — k 

(A) .agriculture 1 including soil 
and water conservation and use,** the 
use of organic waste materials to 
" improve soil tL^th and fertility, 

plant and animal .production and 
4hrotection, and plant and animal- 
nealth; / 
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(B) the processing, distri-\ 

k buting, marketing, and utilisation 
-of food and agricultural product*; 

(C) , forestry, .including .range 

* management , production of forest , 

and range products j multiple use of 
, forest and range lands, and' urban 

* forestry; 

(D) aq^aculture; 1 

, (E) home economics, human nutri- 

tion, and family life; and 

(F) rural and community / m 
development; \ * 

(9) . the^term "Joint Council" means 
the Joint Council on . Food , and 
Agricultural Sciences;' 

(10) the term "land-grant colleges 
and universities" means . those institu- 
tions eligible to receive funds under 

*the Act v of July 2, 1862 (12 Stat. 
503r505, as 'amended; 7 U.S.C. 301-305, * 
307 and 308), or the act of August 30, 
1890 (26 Stat. 4*7-419, ak amended; 7 ■ 
- U.S.C. 321-326 and 328), including the 
Tuskegee Institute; 
v (11) the term "Secretary" means the 

* Secretary of Agriculture of the United 
States; • . * 

^ % (12) except a^jjfovided in "ftibtitle 
'jf?^' H of this "title, ^K^Ok "State 11 means'. 
N any oae of the ^S^IGSM^®^ Puerto 
'Rico, Guam, Jthe/DijtiSct o'f Columbia, 
-and B thf Virgin islands of the United* 
i» States j « « m 

(13) the term "State agricultural 
experiment; stations" means those instil 
* tut^pns eligible to receive funds under 
the Act of March 2, 1887 (24 Stat. • 
440-442, v amended; 7 U.S*.C * 
361a-361ih and - 
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This "appendix includes *a description of 
Che existing system and an inventory of 
researcl^and programs related to Hew* 
Initiations • References cited are 
listed 4t the end o£ the appendix . 



tfHE PRESENT SYSTEM 
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EXTENS ION 



Nearly 4,000 county Extension home 
economists, located throughout Che 
JJnited States, inform and educate^* 
* i jjfaildes and consumers in many subject 
matter areas. Extension is * 
traditionally a grass-irodts 
organization. Its Tstructq,re is based* on 
the concept that grass-roots educators, 
close to the 'people, see needs and 
problems and respond, with the 
cooper at ion.of ^fitate, land^gr ant 
universities and the U.S. pepartment of 
Agriculture* Extension is not a line 
agency* The Federal and Sta£e 
governments are 'in partnership to meet 
needs of people through programs 
mutually agreed* on « 

Home economics program delivery has 
emphasized information dissemination to 
client groups who#volunteer to diffuse 
the knowledge and assist in helping a 
wider 1 circle of interested clients 
develop skills and abilities in the 
areas of new knowledge.-? In many Stated, 
organized clubs have been the Primary 
clientele and source of volunteer 
diffusion* Since the midfifties, » 
increasing emphasis has been placed on 
working with groups witji special or 
problem* related interests, on the use of 
mass mejiia and on other newer / 
approaches. The volunteer leader and 
paraprofession^l approach has helped 
Extension home economists, including 
those in food 4 and nutrition, to maximize 
the number of individuals and fajailiea*^ 
receiving their educational materials. 
These approaches also reduce control 

ovt education a n d inf o rmat io n by 

professional staff. 



idicated t 



A' recent national survey indicatesi that 
17 million (l|P«l percent of tod'ay'V 
adult population) have Ps^ticipatecKj.n 
some aspect or the home eyonomicjp 
Extension, proaram (including nutrition) « s 
Among 51 percept-of thg respondents who s 
reported that they had received home 
economics information via Extension, 23 
percent said itTwas very.yseful; 19 ■ * . 
percent, fairly useful; and, 10 percent, 
not useful on n>jt too useful. About 

48 percen:, could not say whether 
had b£en useftfl t<£ them, 
:hat the information 
effective in creating 
awareness but nit in creating change in 
practices. Mor ; careful focusing on,, 
both subject •ma :ter and potential 
clientele could i^crease^overall 
effectiveness. Also, the research m 
/lnfdniation basje fpr/develop^ng relevant 
educational materials and determining 
actual needs of potential clientele is 
inadequate or not current. * 

ECtiF, (Extension Committee on 
Organization and Policy) maintains ' a, 
standing Home Econoroips Subcommittee 
charged .with national progxgn oversight ♦ 
In 1966, the ECOP Home Economics * % 
Subcommittee prepared its first FOCUS 
report (2)« The jeport identified areas • 
of national concern and suggested 
program directions, important cliente^ 
groups, and content^jl programming. 

« in 191 



half, 
the information 
which' suggests 
diffusion may b 



content., 
FOCUS II (3)folW 



L974, based on 



new census data and reflecting the j 
accelerated, change that had occurred 
since 1966 a in social, economic, and 
physical "environments. The FOCUS 
reports were designed to provide 
national, program direction from a broad, 
multi-State perspective and to show how 
Extension programs can contribute to 
resolving major national concerns 
^related to^the quality of lifer , 
However, eveO though FOCUS II identified 
many serious pocial and economic 
concerns facing the nation, t>he 
rp«our<ieq availabl e xo the programs were 



so limited -that Tittle' redirection among 



EMC*- 



in 



/ 



7- • • 



r 



* • * ~» 
. the existing pfogr&ns or Rptenf ial 

clientele was possible. A stronger 
effort was needed tty getter ate new 
resources, # m % ** 9 

■ * 
P^obliems* of inflation* 'energy costs, 
* _HUtrition-related health concerns, and 
\ changes in lifestyle: <have intensified. 
Limiting potential clientele, arid program 
effdtts to priority areas is essential. 
A 197w task force report of the- ECOP ( 
Home Sconoatcs^SubcdKtnittee updated the 
view if families 1 neecls for r *in format ion 
and education programs (4). Means for 
, focusing program efforts and limiting 
clientele for an enhanced ^program were 
not dealt with in ths*1979 task force 
report. „ 4 * 

r Major sources of research reports are 
USDA, industry,' universities, and State , 
experiment station*- .More research 
covering broader subject mattery areas 

* anymore interaction with Researchers 
w&uld improve effectiveness W 4 the 
Extension home econ'o&icrf program. 

TEgWICAL ' INFORMATION . 

The Technical Information System (TIS) , 
of USDA/ SEA disseminates information 

. about agriculture antf related sciences 
to scientists and reseachera, 
administrators $m'd managers, farmers, 
educators and to .the general public* It 
maintains <fe collection of printed 
materials which are available through 
interlibrary loaft, reference and 
bibliographic Services, and a current 

H index of articles, from over 6^00 
journals. . * - 

The Tood and Nutrition Information and 
Education Res6urce Center of SEA- TIS is 
responsible ^qr collecting and„ , 
disseminating iood 'and nutrition 
education. material, includirig^the * 
> results of research ^and tpainl&g 
/mfethods^to^the public, The tenter 
^ provides joufnjls, reports, books, and 
audio-visual aids* Its services -include 



lending, reference, and computet on-Une 
retrieval o£ information* Services in 
hotae economics areas other than food and 
nutrition are limited/ 

researchI/ » • 

■ * ■ 

Home Economics research is conducted in 
some institutions throughout the United 
States and in USDA/ SEA. Support- is 
derived from numerous .sources, but 

* support through the land-grant system 

. {institutions established by the Acts of 
1862 and 1890) is, currently the major * 
source "of continuing and stable funding 
in States. ' 

^veral administrative ^structures are 
used in the States to relate home 
economics to <he agricultural experiment 

* station and to agriculture. The most 
comon structure is that home economics % 
is a separate academic tinit which, for 
research, functions in the manner of a 
department within the college or sd^ool 

of agriculture, * tf** " 

The amount of funding support probably + 
reflects the current position of home 
economics research in the priorities of 
the administrators of the experiment 
stations and. 1890 college and university 
programs. The mean percentage of funds 
allocated to home economics is 2.8 . 
percent of the*total experiment station 
funds. The percentage ranges from zero 
to 11.0 percent in the 1862 land-grant 
institutions, the high end of the range 
is a small State with art active home 
econobu.es research program. 

In USDA, nutrition and food-related, 
research comprises most research effort 
directed to home economics concerns * 'In 
addition, the^e are small but signifi- 



±1 Base0 on the HERAPP report (7, 
pp. 107H115). , . 
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cant research program* in the ar^as >of 
family economics and textiles? " 

Research requires a critical mass of 
scientists and" sdpport 4taff. florae 
economics research suffers from th f e lade 
of aS equate numbers 0f funded 'scientists 
and technical-and clerical personnel. 
The scientists* in hoqe- economics r 
rfepre^ent 3,6 percent" of the total* 
prof essional * researchers in the experi- 
ment stations; this figure is biased 
upwards slightly by including the 
professional Vesearchers in the 1890 * 
•"land-grant colleges. Whenj we calculate 
ratios of .technical and cljericaL 
personnel to scientists, Home 6corforaics<s. 
' fares poorly;" for each researcher in the 
experiment station, there are 1.18 
technical/and, 0.67 clerical persons. 
There* are 0*62*and 0.34 ofl these persons 
for each home economics *3feiehtist . In— 
quality -comparisons with dthqr research 
area's in food and agriculture, home 
economics research s was described by 
administrator 8 as about avjerage. ^ 

Important attributes of research 
requiring improvement in^ home economics 
include productivity, genetafion of 
ideas, follop through, problem 
identifiCation,£and research 
methodology. Improvement af in 
productivity^ could be anticipated vith 
additional support, since inadequate 
clerical and technical support limit the 
productivity of any scieAtist^I However, 
otpkr difficulties are not related to 
fu'nclitig. Many of these are problems 
related to the development of^research 
personnel in horte economics. Both the 
home economics administrator o|. research 
and graduate programs and the experiment 
station director have responsibilities, 
for the development of outstanding 
researchers and research programs in 
, home economic 's . 

i 

According t$ experiment station and 1890 
research directors, the major factor 
influencing research priorities is 
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availability of funds. Inconsistencies ~ 
are obvious in directors f s responses 
regarding factors used in setting » 
privities and in %he allocation of , 
fund 8* For example, responses suggest 
that perceived societal problems artrf 
needs of rural families are equivalent ly 
important to known needs of producers # 
and processor 8. But, the current 
allocation of resources indicates 
t clearly thaf this is not the case now 
nor has it.ljeen the case historically. 
Conclusions^ from* these data reflect the 
premise that agricultural research has a 
primary mission: t££ production of foo4, 
and fiber for the^American gopulition. . 
l/nfortunately, social problems of the 
American* population, even the rural 
population, have been almost forgotten 
or- ignored in the % research, program of^ 
many land-grant institutions* 

HIGHER ^UCATjLON' \ ' 

• 

Training of staf£- for home Vponojmics . 
research and 'Extension is provided 
primarily through colleges and 
departments of horfa economics. Home 
economics as a course # of study is 
offered* currently in over 300 
institutions.. In 1978, institutions , 
granted over 14,000 Bachelor f s degrees,*- 
over 2,000 Master's degrees, and 20Q ♦/* 
Ph.D's. Enrollments increased somewhat 
during the seventies , # especially in 
graduate programs. While a few ^racjuate 
students, major in general home 
economics, thejnajority of degrees 
(ma8ter r s and doctoral) are taken in 
specialized areas withitTthe field (13) . 
The shortage of home economists with 
advanced degrees, especially at the J 
doctoral lpvel, has t>een a limiting 
factor fojr several decides. This 
shortage currently strains Capacity to * 
meet demands for h£&e economics 
research,' service, and educational 
programs. The establishment of several 
new, high-quality doctoral programs 
within the past few years provides a 
capability foj* training additional 

113 ' • ' 



scientists and educators. Major new 
support will be re.qui*ed to produce the 
ntnabe? of researchers with graduate 
degrees who are needed for programs in 
home economics. 
*. 

-CURREill- RESEARCH AND PROGRAMS THAT 
RELATE TO THE NEW INITIATIVES 



2 



INTRODUCTION 

This section of (he repojt describes 
current activity in research, Extension , 
and higher education directed- toward the 
needs expressed in the Hew Initiatives 
and contributing to a national research 
effor.t. 3ince th* ultimate purpose of 
the New Initiatives" i^ development of 
proposals and recommendations to beMised 
in the budget process/ it is important 
to. Know. the adequacy of programs and 
research in these areas at th^ present 
time in terms of funding levels, ^scope, 
and magnitude. 



Part I of this section contains a review 
of total home economics research 
fefforxl/, identifying sources and 
levels' of funding in both the private 
and public sectors* Total home 
economics research is then broken into 

, the reseatch problem areas that pertain 
to the four W£w Initiatives thrusts: 
(1) family economic stability and s 
security, (2) energy add environment, 
(3) food, nutrition, and health and (4) 
family strengths and social environment* 
Funding support and scientist years in 
each of these thrust area^ are presented 
for' fiscal year 1976, the most' receipt 

>year for which data on fion-Federal 
support are available (7)* 



2/The term home economics 
research 11 is, used here to denote a 
classification by consent, not.' 
performer* Res earchy conducted" in 
colleges, departments, or schoSTjs of 
home economics is so designated J 



Part tl contains daxa on USDA-supported 
% research related to HeW Initiatives by ( 
thrust area and initiatives* 
Information .is gi-ven on funding levels, 
funding source*, and scientist; years for 
research relating to-.each New Initiative 
in' fiscal year 1978* . . # 4 

Part III describes nonformal edupptioa 
programs in USDA — those that are part of 
the Cooperative Extension system and 
others — and summarizes available iSca on 
the level of Extension program activity 
relating to the Nev Initiatives thrusts* 

Non-USDA, nonformal education programs 
t related to the New Initiatives are 
co\fered-4n part IV. 0n£ set of tables 
describes funding authority, content^ 
scope, and magnitude of Federal 
'programs. Another set of tables 
categorizes these programs in terms of 
primary function. -Mafty programs related 
' to the New Initiatives are limited in 
function an<J scope; few addtess the 
needs defined by the New Initiatives in 
a comprehensive, large-scale manner* 
Programs in the private sector were #not 
surveyed. 4 

PART I: TOTAL RESEARCH RELATED, TO 
THRUSTS 

Sources of Information 
• ■ 

Two recent reports have provided the 
data for an overview of home economics** 
related research: HERAPI* ; Home' 
Economics Research > Assessment, .Planning 
and Projections (7; and Home Economics 
Research Project Tnventory (HERPI ) 16)* 

Research in both the HERAPP and HERPI 
reports is grouped according to the five 
mission-oriented goals set forth in* 
National Goals and Guidelines fot 
Resea rch i n Home Economics , quoted below 

W 1 

Goal 1. Improve the conditions, 
contributing, to man's 
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psychological jjrri social 
, development, ' 

Goal II, Improve* the conditions 
contributing to man's 
/ physiological health and 
/ . development * * 

Goal III,, Improve the physical 

components of man's near - 
environment. 

* 

Goal IV. Improve consumer 

competence and family 
resource use* 

Goal V, . Improve 'the quality and 

availability of community 
v f services which enrich 

fairiily life*' 

The HERAPP report reviewed home 
economics research for fiscal year 1976, 
a&sessed the magnitude of research 
activity*at that time, and refcomended 
research prjLqrities and dirfee-tions for 
the future. , Data for the HERAPP report 
were obtained from USDA's Current 
Research information System (CRIS) and 
the Smithsonian Science Information 
Exchange System CSIES)* The HERAPP 
inventory included all reported research 
classifiable under the goals and waa not 
limited to research conducted by home 11 
economics collages, departments*, ana 
schools* * * 

The HERPI report, a more recent, 
document*, described home economics 
research in institutions ~of higher 
education for the fiscal year October 1, 
1976 through"" September 30, 1977. Data v 
for 4 HERPr were obtained from a survey of ' 
373 home economics -administrators. 
fJincd other administrators were 'not * " 
queried, itf is, unlikely that all home 
economics-related research was reported, 
as it was "in the HERAPP report. * 
However, projects related to all subject 
areas within the home economics fi^jy^ L 



irrespective of funding or administering 
unit at an institution, were to 'be 
reported.' The HERPI report did not 
include in-house research ia USDA* 



Methodology — * 

Information in appendi?/ table 1 was 
obtained directly f rom* fiERPI and 
includes all research reported -by units 
of home economics outside the Federal 
Government that was in progress, in 1978. 
Funding for research related to New 
Initiatives would be some portion of 
these totals- 
Data in the HEF&PP report are reported 
in sufficient detail to permit ' 
computation of approximate* funding 
levels and scientist years for work 
related to the New Initiatives. This 
was accomplished by determining which 
"researchable problems" in the HERAPP 
report were related to the four New. 
Initiatives thrusts in the same way that 
they were originally categorized by home 
economics goals* The data on funding, 
scientist year$, and number of projects 
were aggregated by thrusts (appendix 
table 2)* 

, Discussion of Data 

* 

Data on total home economics research 
from HERPI shotf that the largest 
percentage of funding support*— 41 
percent — came from x the Federal 
Government. State and university 
sources provided 38 percent; private 
t sources, 16 percent; and miscellaneous 
sources, 5 percent;. Appendix table 1 
shows the distribution of .funds within 
each of these categories. \ * V 

Among the Federal funding source*, USDA 
^ provided nearly half (48 percent), while 
* Departfaent of health, Education, and- 

Welfare contributed another 40 percent * 
_H&jtefl.eatcJh jfunds_were_repoxied from the. 



Appendix t^ble. l.r-Fuitds tot research conducted in home economics units (other than ( 
Federal Agencies) by Source (FY 19770 



\ Source* 



Funds 



Percentage of 
total funds 



Federal 

■- r * 

USDA: 
SEA-CR 

Other agencies - 
v <Sul>t6tal 

DHEW;— ' 
NIH 
NIMH 
NIE 

Public Health Service 
Office" of Education 
FYCD 
Other 

Subtotal * # 

Miscellaneous 
Total Federal 

State and university v 

SAES , \ : 

University budget 
State Depu Education ^ 
Miscellaneous * 

Total, State and University " \ 

r * 

Private 

•Foundations: 

' Corporate and family — 
> University and alumni 
Subtotal 

Professional organizations 
Manufacturers 
Personal: 
Students 

Faculty* and administrators 
Volunteers 
. Subtotal- 
Miscellaneous . 

0 Totals private 

Total 

s/s ee appendix K for abbreviations* 
^Uss than 1. 



Pet. 1,000 dollars 

/ 



4l 



12 
,18 
. 30 

1 
1 

34 
11 

3 
48 
20 

100 



£376 



6 




* 




r L 


1 


- 






1 


— b/ 






• 




3~ 








1 . 


7 




* 




3 


8 




• 




' 4 


14 








6 


40 


3,646 






16 










\ 


12 


1 ,094 




• 




100 


9,116 

• 




1 


41 




/, 








33 


•'2,8T>9 




» 


13 


42 


3,575 . 


• 




16 


16" 


■1,362 




£ » 


6 


9 


766, 






3 


100 








38 



1,053 

35 
35 



l£87 

-^702 



3,514 
22,175 



2 
3 
5 



5 
2 
1 
8 
3 

16 

100 



SOURCE. Keiaer, HarVorie B.and Patricia A. Triple. HomcEcafiOttieff Hggearch Project 
Inventory . Waahingtiin, D.C. : Aaerican Hoae Economica Aasociation, 1980. 



g Appendix table 2.— Total research on New Initiatives 'thrusts and research conducted in hc&e economics 

units, by projects, scientist years, and funds (FY 1976) 



A 






Projects 


Scientist years * 


Funds * 1 


* 

* Thrust 


• 


Total' 


Home Economics 
* Units 


Total 


Home Economics 
Units 


■v. Home Economics 
Total Units 


• 

• < 






_ Number 




— Dollars— — 

r 

1,7 OA, 7 31 752,830 

4 

14,878 t 14,878 


Family Economic Stability 

and Security 
• 

Enercy and Environment 


• 

• 


73 


29 
1 


35.7 


* 16.7 
ft 


Food, Nutrition, and Health 




194 


88 


107.3 


42.3 


6,423,485 2,186,806 


Family Strengths and Social 
Environment 




32 
* 


10 


10^4 


2.2 


601,122 210,811 


Total 

• 




308 


■ \ 128 

> 


163.4 


61.2 


8,744,216 -3,165,325 


SOURCE c Based on Ritchey, S. J. 


HERAPP? Home Economics Research, 


Assessment 


, Planning and Prelections. Blacksburs. 


vas Virginia Polytechnic -Institute and State 


University, Apr. 1978. 

4 


■ m- 




» * 


• 




< 

• 




9 

■ ? 




* 




• 


i ■ 


■ 
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U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development or the U.S. Department^ of ' 
Energy, although some home e<Tonorai£s 
problem areas were within the research * 
interests of these two Departments. 
USDA contribute4_20 percent of the funds 
available^for home edpn^jnics research-* 
the highest proportion of all the 
agencies and organizations listed. 
University budgets 'and DHEtT provided the 
next largest proportion — 16 percent 
each— while State agricultural experi- m 
raent stations provided 13 percent. 
Sta'te departments of education, * 
foundations, and ott\er sources were 
minor sources of fq^Ang support. 

The HERPI data, as appendix table 1 
shows, ^report on funding for research 
conducted in home economics organiza- 
tional units outside the Federal 7 
Government. As such, they do not report 
on funds expended for home economics* 
rel-ated research by the USDA's former 
Agricultural, Research* Service (now 
SEA-AR). In TY 1977, the latter funding 
"Itono^nted to nearly $14 million, and 
inciuJtfrcLwork under four national > 
research pts&rams: Family Use of 
Resources, FQod^orapO^rticii^ and 
Improvement, Human Requirements for 
Nutrients, and Food Consumption and 
Use. „ / 

Data in appendix table 1 provide 
information on the distribution of 
approximately $22 million in home 
economics research fund? during FY 1977. 
The«e data fail, however, to indicate 
funding levels for research that relates 
specifically to the New Initiatives, 
becffV the categories used *are too 
broao!x The HERAPP report, however, does 
break research into problem areas that 
can be related to the four New 
Initiatives thrusts 4 By taking data 
from the problem areas and aggregating 
into thrusts, it Is possible to get some 
indication of funding levels for / 
research related to the New Initiatives 
.iji 1976. Based on this aggregation, we 



see that, in l4 1976, >edearch related^ 
to the New Initiatives thrusts included 
308 projects receiving $8,744,216 in 
funding ( HERAPP ) . Of these, 128 
projects (42 percent), receiving 
$3,165,325 in funding, were conducted by 
home economics organizational omits* 
The largest number* of home economics 
research projects iti FY 1976 were in 
food, nutrition, and health (88, or 69 
percent),, followed by family economic 
stability and security (29, or 23 
percent), family strengths and social 
environment* (10, or 8 percent), and 
energy ajtd* environment (l, or 0.8 w 
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Although research projects conducted 
home economics units accounted for 42 
percent of all. research classified as 
home economics-related projects, they 
accounted for only 40 percent of the 
total number of scientist years. and 36 
percent of the funding (appendix table 
2). Significantly fewer resources were 
expended in 1976 on research conducted, 
in home economics organizational units 
than total funds expended" for research 
relating to home economics subject-, 
matter areas* The average number of 
scientist-years per project was the same 
for both home economics-conducted 
projects and total projects — 0.5. Total 

'project funding was at a rate of S57,003 
per scientist year while project funding 

✓in home economics organizational units' 
alone received only $24,729 per 
scientist year. 

, PART II'. USDA-SUPfORTED RESEARCH 

RELATED TO" NEW INITIATIVES 

Since tfie ultimate purpose of this 
report is to develop proposals and 
recommendations to be used in the 
US&A/SEA budget process, 
the SEA decision-unit structure was 
considered to the extent possible. A 
decision unit is that entity in* the 
* program structure of the agency, for 
which budgets are prepared and far which 
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a manager makes significant decisions on 
the amount of spending and the scope, 
direction, or quality of work to be 
performed. It 'acta, not> as a limiting 
factory but. as a focal point for 
relevant research projects. Data on 
researc^ effort are obtained- frort CRIS. 
Thi$\system includes information on 
research in progress conducted or 
supported by the U.S> Department of 
Agriculture and State agricultural 
f experiment station?, and certain other 
projects conducted by cooperators* 

Data Sources for Thrusts 1, 2, and 4 

The pool of Research projects £or these 
' thrusts was selected by accessing from 
the CRl£ system all reported research 
vith some proportion of the project in 
Decision Unit 10: "Family ami. Consumer 
Resources." This resulted a njuch 
larger pool of research studies than 
would be accessed for budget purposes. 
For budget preparation, only projects 
with primary emphasis on Decision 
Unit-10 would be included. Decision 
, Unit 10 was defiiied-*y the following 
codej (10) : 

1. If Coittaodjty /is 4300 through 4800 
inclusive, and the RPA is 705, f 

• - 707, 801, 802, 805, or 806. 

2. If Commodity is 4Q00 or 4100, and 
, . ;the RPA is -803; 804, or 907. 

3. If Activity is 6400 and the 
Commodity is not 600\ 3600 j or 
3900. 

The total pool for Thrusts 1, 2, and 4 
was made up of about 750 research 
projects. These projects w^re examined 
individually, and a determination was 
riade as to whether the project should be 
include^ in the inventory, and, if so, 
to w^lch initiative it sha(ii<f be \ 
allocated. This allocation wafc checked 
" by an independent review. Only projects 
that appeared, basfed on objectives and 



approach, to-be more than 50 percent ( 
related to the initiative, were 
selected. Selection on the basis of New 
Initiatives identified 184 projects 
.(appendix table 3)* 

Data Sources for'Thrust'3 

Research inventory data reported in the 
1980 Joint Council on Food and 
Agricultural Sciences report, Research, 
Extension and Higher Education in Human 
Nutrition (5) , were used as the primary 
data source for Thrust 3. However, that 
report did not include research in the 
areas of food preparation and food 
saf ety, t^ich are part of the 
initiatives under Thrust 3. These 
research reports were obtained by 
accessing the following CRIS ' 
categories: 

RPA (Research Problem Area) 704: Home 
• Apd Commercial Food Service 

Activity 5800: Identification, 

Measurement, and Maintenance of 

Quality. 
* 

Activity 5900: Improving Economic "and 
Physical Efficiency in Marketing. 

Activity 6300: Nutritional Values, 
Consumption Patterns, and Eating 
Quality of Foods. 

Thirty-six research' proj^fts were 
allocated to Hew Initiatives by the same 
procedure that was" described 
previously. 



Discussion of Data 

Appendix tables 4, 5, and 6 contain 
quantitative data on funding and 
scientist years that were obtained by 
summing the data. for all the research 
projects in each" initiative category for 
thrusts 1, 2, 3, and 4 as identified in 
appendix table 3. 
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Appendix table 3*— Research projects related to, IJew Initiatives by thrust and Initiative 



Thrust 



Family Economic Stability 
^nd Security 



Subtotal 

Energy and Environment 



Subtotal * 

■ 

'Food* Nutrition, and Health 



Subtotal 



Family Strengths andSoclal 
Environment 



Subtotal 
total 




\ 

SOURCE; U.S. Department of Agriculture. (lurrent Research Information System. 
Manual of Classification of Agricultural and Forestry Research , Jan. 1978. 
I 
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Research related to the New Initiative*^ 

receiving USDA support in FY 1978 

totaled $6,54*1,381, including 87. 6 1 

scientist years (appendix table A) 

Total funds expended on Faddy Ecoitomic 

Stability and Security and Flatly 

Strengths and Social Environment wete 

about the aame™slightly more than *2 

million each— while Food, Nutritio 

and Health received $1,4 million. 

Energy and Environment was funded at 

lowest level—less than $1 million, 

♦ 

Funding per scientist year amounted ti 
566,274 for Family Economic Stability \ 
and Security; $106,407 for Energy and , 
Environment; $87,180' for Food, 
Nutrition, and Health i and $67,361 for. 
Family Strengths and Social Environment. 
Average funding per scientist year was 
$74,673. Home economics research in FY 
1976 that was detailed in the . 
HERAPP received a mean of $51,540 p&t 
scientist year. However, (the report 
used a figure of $100,000 ger scientist 
year as- a basis^for; projecting future 
funding needs. ^ ^ 

SEA in-house and S£A^ supported research 
related to the Mew Initiatives received 
$2.3 million in FY. 1978 , ind $480,000 
from o^her Federal sources for a total 
of $2.8 million. (appendH^able 5) , 
Most of *he SEA* funding— $1,3 
million — came* from Cooperative Research 
'Hatch funds. rfOther funds came from the 
Human Nutrition Center (HHC), 
Aaflricultural Research (AR) , 1890 funds, 
and Titl? V Rural Development funds. , 
None of these research projects reported 
funds from non-Fedyal sources. 




OfXthe total numbe'r^of scientist years 
f or llew Initiatives, 70,3 (80 percent) 
were provided by State agricultural 
experiment stations (SAES) and other 
cooperating institutions (appendix table 
6), This is true, because projects 
eceLving Hatch or 1890 funds are 
sWfed by State, not Federal, 
personnel. Scientist years funded, by 
UStfAy&ade up the remaining 20 percent of 
th^total, and included people from 

fricultural Research, Human Nutrition 
Center^ and other USDA units. „ 1 

The la^pPttgSfumber of scientist years 
appeaijfl inTthe Family Strengths and, 
Soci^EnYifbfiment thrust (31. l), all of 
which fcere provided by SAE& or other 
cooperators, &nd the Family Economic 
Stability and Security thrust (31.2); 
Food, Nutrition, and Health came next 
with 16,3 scientist ,y£*rs, and Energy 
and EtfVtrpnment was lowest with 9.0 
scientist years. * 

le thrusts, Family Econbmic Stability 
antt Security* apd Family Strength* -and 
Social Environment, received the mo*st 
support in funding levels and scientist 
years. .Food, Nutrition, and Health (as 
it relates .to the New Initiatives) 
received somewhat less support, and 
Energy and Environment ■vfjeceived the 
least. In terms of funding per 
scientist year, however, Energy and 
Environment received the highest level 
of .support, wittr*Fainily Economic 
Stability and Security and Family 
Strengths and Social Environment at the 
lowest level—far less than the funding 
per scientist year recootn^nded in the 
HEfrAPfr report. + 
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Appendix table 4, — Scientist years and funds expended for research receiving USDA support in FY 
jthrust and initiative*' \ 

: • * - i 



1978 by 



— * 



Thrust a: 



$d init£ 



ative 



Scientist years 



Funds 



USDA Other* Federal Non-Federal 



Total 



Family Economic Stability 
^nd ^ecurity; 

Initiative A 
Initiative B 
Initiative C 
Initiative D - 



Subtotal 



Energy and Environment: 

Initiative A 
Initiative* & 
Initiative! C 
Initiative^. $3^, 
Initiative i 
.Initiative F 

Subtotal 



Food, Nutrition,, and 
> Health: 

Initiative A 
Initiative B 
Initiative C 
■ Initiative D 
tiative E 9 



Subtotal . 



Number* t 



.2.2 
8.7 

vf.u 

.9 



Dollars- 



85,203 „ 
227,128* 
681,570 

20,215 



25,431 
7,211 
200, 22^ 
,317 



9.4,236 
215,479 
437,347 

73,381 



16.3 



818,220 



35~4,027 



248,784 



204,870" 
44?,818 
1,319,143 
93,913 



31.2 


1,014,116 , v 

■ 


233,185 


820,4-43. 

■ 


2,067,744 


X . 

2.2 

2.1 • 
. 3.1 
.3 

1.3 . 
0 


81,653 / 
16,364 it 
62,138 
8.879 
96*193 
0 


• •» 

220,438 
0 

24,800 
0 
0 

2,609 


n 

* 103,252 
' 143,957 
158,861 
28,576 
9,946 
0 


405,343 
160, :2i 
245,799 
37,455 
106,139 
2,609 


• 

• 


* -265*227 * 

■ 


247,84/ 


444,592 


957,666 

<• 


4^ 
V 1.7 

2.0. . 
.2 ' 


• * 

V ■ ' 

« 330,376 

86,400 - 
338,810 
68,634 

: 0 


■ 

0 

- '0 * 
348,508. 

0 , 
5,519 . 


* 

* 

• 83,635 
56,273 
14,422 
88,290 
. 6,164 - 


414,011 
136,673 
701,740 
156,924 
11,683 



1,421,031 



Appendix table 4.— Scientist years and funds expended for research receiving USDA support in FY 1978 by 

.thrust? 'and initiative — Continued ■ . ✓ 



Thrust and initiative 



Scientist years 



Funds 



USDA 



Other Federal 



Non-Federal 



Total 



Family Strengths and 
Socials Environment : 



Initiative A 
Initiative B 
/Initiative" C 
Initiative D 

Subtotal 

Tocal 



Number 



11.0 
3.0 
8.8 
8.3 

31.1 

87.6 



*' 



147,670 
57,772 
198,013 
289,577 

693,033 

2,790,596 



' 19,143 
49,232 
149..770 
' 62,411 

'28Q.556 

1,115,615 



Dollars 



\ 146,887 
153,440 
'535,035 
'285', 989 

1,121,351 

2,635,170 



313,700 
' 260,444 
-882,819 

637,977 

2,094,940 
6,5^081 



Appendix, table 5. 



-Expenditures for research in FY 1978 by f thirst and initiative 



t 



Thrust and initiative 



Agricultural Humajrr 



Ressar'ch*' Nutrition^' Hatch* 



2/ 



Other^ 7 Total * Other Non- 
189CP' SEA SEA ' federal Federal 



Total 



ERIC 



Family Economic Stability 
a\ii Security: 

Initiative A , 
Initiative B 
Initiative C ' 
Initiatives ■ ^ 

Subtotal 



Energy aod Environment: 

Initiative A' 
"initiative B \ • 

Initiative C 

Initiative^ 

Initiative E * > 
.Initiative F 



Subtotal 



Food , Nutrition, and 
Health: 

■ ♦ 

Initiative A 
t ^Initiative B 

Initiative C 
• Initiative D 

Subtotal 



0 
0 
0 
0 



59,817 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 



1 O" 1 



Dollars— r — J 



0 


50,470 


34,733 


0 


85,203 


0 


0 


8J.203 


0 


136,92-4 


90,204 


0' 


227,128 


0 


0 


227,128 


0 


189,336 


23,063 


'5,071 


217,470 


0 


0 


217,470 


0 


20,215 


0 ■ 


0 


20,215 


. o 


0. 

• 


! 20,215 


0 


396,945 


148,000 


5,071 


550,016 ' '< 


0 


0 

1 


550,016 








* 


f 

* 




4 





0 

0"* 

0 

0 

o • 

0 



21,836 
16,364 
62,138 
8,879 
8,524 
0 



0 
0 
0* 
0 

69,869 

' 0 



. o 

•0 
0 
0 
0 
^0 



81,653 
16,364 
£2,138 
8,87$ 
78,393 
0 



170,938 
" 0 
.*. 0 
0 

" .0 
.2,609 



0 
0 
0 

0 . 

0^ 
Q 



252^591 
16,364 
62 ,,138 

8,875 
78,393 

2,600 



4 _ 59,817 

i 

f 


0 

• 


117, 741 


69,869 


* 

0 

V 


247,427 


173,547 


• 

0 
• 


420,974 

• 


o 

0 n 

0 
0 


288,599 
" 0 
322,551 
0 


39,009 
62,432 
16,259 
68,634 


2,768 
12,796 
0 
0 


0* 
5,172 
0 


* 

330,376 
80,400 

^38,810 
-68,634 


• 

• 0 
307,993 

; o 


0 

V 

■ 0 

• 

0 


330,376 

80,400 
646,803 ' 

68,634 

• * 

« 


0 


611,150 


186,334 


15,564' 


••5,172 


818,220 
• 


307,993 




1,126,213 " 


• 

• 






i 

\ 




• 
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• 


• 


w 

t 
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Appeal* table 5.— Expenditure* for research in FY 1978 by ^hrust and initiative— Continued 



« 

Thrust and initiative 


Agricultural 
Research-' 


Human «i 2/ 
Nutrition^ Hatch^ 


■ 

1890^. 


SEA - 


Total Othet?- 
SEA Federal 


Non- ' ' 
federal ^otal 







• N > 

1 4 


— — -Dollars—— 







< 


Family Strengths and 
Social Environment : 




* 

• 

• 


• 




* 


m 




Initiative A 
Initiative B ■ [ 
Initiative C " p 
Initiative D . 


? 0 
0 

0 " 
0 


0-j 145,670 * 
0/ 27,604. 
0 138,561 
6 255,352* 


2,000 
3tf,168 
59,453 

* 0 


0 
0 

-0 

34,225 


147,670 
57,772 
198,014 
289,577^ 


' 9 

0/ 

0 


0 147^670 
^0 57,772 
0 198',014 
0 289,577 


"Subtotal 


• . o 


* * 0 567,187. 


91,621 


34,225 


693,033 

\ 

'2,308,696 


0 


0 693.Q33 


Total 


N 59,817 
/- 


611,150 1,268,207 


'325,054 


44,468 , 

4 


481,540 


2,790,236 

t 


* 


* 













Components of Science and Education Administration (SEA). 



2/Fuods administered by SEA 
'2/Title V Rural\pevelopmetit Funds. 
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Appendix table 6 --^ientis^^ears. _fo_r SEA-supported research in_F¥ 19.78 b£ thrust, 

Initiative f and agency - * « 



Thrust and ir^tiative 



Agricultural Human Other Total 

Research!/ Nutrition 1/ USDA USDA 



s Family Ecoflomic Stability 
and Secarity: 

Initiative A 
I Initiative B 
Initiative C 
. ^Initiatives * 

Subtotal 

Energy and Environment 

Initiative A 
- Initiative B 
Initiative C 
•Initiative D 
Initiative E 
• ^ Ijiitl^tlvg F 

-^Subtotal 



Cooperating 
Institutions 

2/ 



Total 



0 
0 
0 
0 



.8 
• 0 

0 

0 
0 

.8' 



1-1 ~ — — 


- — Number 






0 


* • 

0 


0 


2.2 


o - 


0 


0 


8.7 


o . 


8.0 


8*0, 


11-.4 


0 


0 


•o 


.9 


0 


8.0 




' 23.2 










0 ' 


0 


.8 


1.4 


0 


o - - 




2.1 


0 


0 


. 0 


3.1 


0 


0 


0 


;3 


0 


.2 


• h 


1.1 


0 


0 * , 

• 

• 


o ' 


0 


0 


.2 


1.-0 


8.0 



2 
8 

19.4 
.9 

31.2 



■f. 



{ 



2.2 
2.1 
3.1 ' 

,3 
L.3 

0 

9.0 1 



If Components of Science and Education Administration* 

If State Agricultural Experiment Stations and other - institutions. 
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Appendix table 6 --Scientist years' for SEA-supported research in FY 1978 by thrust^ 
§ initiative, and agency — Continued 



Thrust and initiative 



'Agricultural Human Other Total 

' . Research 1/ Nutrition U USDA USDA 



Cooperating 
Institutions 



Total , 



Food,* Nutrition, and 

Health: 

♦ . 

Initiative A 
Initiative B 
* Initiative C 
Initiative D 
Initiative £ , 

Subtotal . 



Family Strengths and 
Social Environment: 



Initiative A 
Initiative B 
Initiative'^ 
Initiative D 

Subtotal 

Total 



V 



0 
0 
0 
Q 
0 



Number 



2.1 

• 

■ 0 
6.2 

' 0 



8.3 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 




2.2 
1.7 
1.9 
2.0 
.2 

8.0 



4.3 
1.7 
8.1 
2.0 
..2 

16.3 



0 




0 


" 0 


11.0 


N U.O 


0 


o 


. 0 


• 

0 


3.0 


3.0 


% 


0 


0 


0 


8.8 


8.B 


o' 1 


0 


0 


0 


8.3 


8.3 


0 


* ■ 

0 


* 0 


6 


31.1 


.31.1 


.8 


8.3 


8.2 


17.3I-* 


* 

70.3 


87.6 
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* If Components of Science and Education Administration* 
2/ State Agricultural Experiment Stations and other institutions* 
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PART. Ill . USDA ACTIVITIES RELATED TO- 
THE NEW INITIATIVES' 

r * 

COOPERATIVE EXTENSION ACTIVITIES^ 

« 4 

This inventory covers four aspects of 
Extension especially relevant to the Hew 
Initiatives: programs, staff and 
funding levels, proifessional 
preparation of staff, and client 
participation* * 

Programs? 

Extension home economics programs are 
directed to families and individuals to 
enhance their sociai and economic \ • 
well-being through six program * 
objectives; 

(1) To improve food and nutrition 
knowledge and practices related - t 



to: 



— physical and mental health 

' j '** 

— planning, selecting, 

p u rc ha s i ng , pre p ar feng , safe 
handling, storage, and home 
preservation of food 



(2) To improve consumer competence and 
behavior concerning: 

—family financial management 
► and security (decisions to 
* buy, invest, save, *nd 
extend- the usefulness of 
* material ahd human 
-* - resources) 



7~*~ \ 

t .^/Sources of data used in this 
Extension Inventory came from EMIS: 
Extension Management Information System 
(ll)> wfrich includes both statistical 
and annual narrative report summaries; * 
National Extension Homemaker Council 
Survey, 1979-80 ( 1Z> ; and reports of the 
ECOP Subcosraittee on, Home Economics 



interpretation and. evaluation 
of the marketing ystero, 
regulations and legislation 
affecting goods and services, 
and consumer rights and, 
^responsibilities 



(3) To improve acquisition and 
maintenance of safe, satisfying, 
and affordable housing, 
furnishings, and equipment, 
including: 

# 

—analysis of housing fit for 
intended use 

« 

, — efficient management of space, 
facilities, and scarce 
resources (for example, 
energy and water) within the 
environment in and around the 
home b . 

(4) To create and guide effective 
human development through: 

— family relationships and child 
rearing practices 

• * —changing roles of family 
members and lifestyle 
adjustments 

(5) To improve selection, use, * 
construction, renovation, and care 
of textiles, including; 

--clothing for personal use 

— household softwares — linens, 
v carpets, draperies, 
upholstery 

v(6KTo improve family health and 
safety practices by: 

"preventing illness and 
P .accident 
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—creating a better* under- 
* _ standing of environment/ 

' outriton, amft physical. gi r * 
] mental, and social facwrs , 

and needed action* 

Pri.otu to the national workshop for State 
Leaders af Rome Economics held in 
November 1978,' an informal survey was 
made to identify current characteristics 
Of State programs. Responses should not 
be seen as exhaustive. They Indicate 
program focus andVdir.ection a* perceived 
by leaders^who direct and manage 
programs at the Stata level. Current 
effort (1978), priorities for FY 1979, 
and projected futur^ program direction 

summarized in appendix table 7. The 
datiKreveal some programs renting to 
New Initiatives that might 4>e expanded 
or redirected.^ In other categories 
• related to New Initiatives, little or no 
^effort appears. 

» ■ 
Annual narrative reports of 

accomplishment from four States, one per 
region, have been summarized to display 
current (1979) status of programs 
related to New Initiatives { exhibits 
27-30). The activities 3o # not reflect 
the total extent of program efforts, but 
those activities selected for closest 
, fit to thrust areas / "th these exhiluts^ 
ade reflected specific delivery modes 
ana processes for Montana/ 
Massachusetts, Iowa, and Arkansas* 

■ * . • . 

Staff and Funding levfels 

The EMIS Annual Report Summary provides 
data on home economics programs by major 
components, but not in sufficient detail 
to categorize by, the proposed New 
Initiatives* In 1979/ 3,977 staff years 
were expended by professionals in home 
economics (appendix table 8). The SEA 
portion of the Siait!v*Lever formula 
funding amounted to 959,375 million. 
Based on a AO/60 ratio of Federal/State 
funding, approximately $37,324 were 



expended per staff year for professional 
'home economists. 

. • ■ ' • 

Eighty percent of -all paraprofessional 
staff years were expended in Expanded 
Food and Nutrition Programs (EFNEP) and 
were federally funded. Twenty percent 
of the 4,048 paraprofessional staff 
years were supported from non-Federal 
funds. Fupding per paraprofessional 
staff. year is estimated to be $9,000* 

Professional Preparation of Extension 
Personnel 



O i2 

ERLC 



The bfoad range of home economics 
subject matter influences the 
professional preparation of staff, 
especially at the county level. Host 
county Extension Home Economists (EHEs) 
(87 percent) have a degree in general 
home economics. The preference for .EHEs 
with majors in general home economics 
rather than specialized .areas within; ^ 
home 'economics reflects the need for 
st^ff who can handle multiple problems 
of interrelated subject matter* 
Problems of families are seldom limited 
but -contain overlapping areas which must 
be recognized and resolved. - Dealing , 
with .multiple facets of family problems 
is a feature unique to Extension home 
economics education* State specialists, 
who generally have graduate training in 
home economics or felated ar.ea, provide 
in-service training, educational *' 
materials, and other kinds of expert 
ffuppdrt* to county personnel* 

Educational preparation of professional 

Extension staff in October 1978 is _ 

« * 

summarized i,n appendix table 9* There 
has been little change in recent 'years * ■ 
in the 2:1 ratio of undergraduate to 
Advanced d£grees> The concentrations, of 
graduate study in general degrees at the 
Master Is level probably reflect lack ojE 
accessible institutions, of faring 
specialized programs and lack of support 
avai lable* for students pursuing advanced 
degrees. In addition, policies on leave 

• 
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Appendix table 7 — .Number of Cooperative Extension ^tate leaders reporting 
^ . current and future programs corresponding to New initiatives 

%■*. > , •• • • / * • - 



New initiative by 
thrust 



Currfint effort 
(FY X978) 



planned priority 
program ^Fi 1979) 



Perceived need, 
future FY's 



■ 

^Family^ Ecohdmic Stability 
"' £ ^^d Security: - * 




* A, Rfesour'ce Decisions 
V * ^ptim*i^!tg .'Income * 



" C* Policy Assessment 

D; Property ManagjdGent 
Energ^and Environment: s 
- A. Conservation Pi^fetices^ 
B» Consumption Patterns ^ 

> E. Epergy Expenses' 

* « 

* F. ^ En^rgeiicies 
Food, Nutrition, -arid Health: 

B, Nutrition. Education 

* ♦ 

C. Home Food Preparation 
■ Food ?afety , - 

E. Information Services" 

*j Family Strengths and Jocla!"' 
Environment: . 

i A., Parenting Skills^ 

B. * Stress Kanagement 

. - C. Support Systems 



8 
• 8 

'9 
0 

* 

21 
b 
2 

Tx 



25 
5 



1 
0 



I- 



8- 

ft 

15* 



— Number— 



18 
h 

14 : 

• 

7 

15 
8 
1 

35 
4 
2 



'11 
. 4 
11 



5* 

' 11 
1 



10 

l(p 

0 
0 

I 

18 
0 
3 
1 



9 
3 
7 



Note: #Inforrt(al survey of State leaders, 1978. 
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Appendix table 8 — Tiilte and budget for Extension home economics programs 

(FY 1979) . • 



J3L- 



Item 



State Extension 
professional stqff* 

Food and Nutrition 
(nonadult) 

Food and Nutrition 
(adult) * 

Family Resource 
Management 

Family Life/Child 
Development 

Rousing and Home, 
Environment 

Farm Health and 
* Safety 

Textiles. and 
Clothing f 

9 

Total 

Paraprofessional staff: 

E^NEP, Federally Funded 
EFNEP,. Non-federally 
* funded 

Other * 

B Total 



Time expended 



Staff years 



859*0 
* 775.7 

600.5. 

536.9 

636.3 

" 182.9 

385.8 
3,'976.9 

3,365.7 
89.3 
592.9 
4,047.9 



Percentage of 
staff .years 



•Federal budget 



Percent 



Million dollars 



f 



\ 

21.7 



19.5 

15.1 

13.5 

16.0 

4.6 

9,7 
100.0 



12,825 
11,578 
* ' -8,966 
8,016 

* • 

. 9,500 

2,731 

^ ; 5,759 
59,375 

35,648 



„3,425 
39', 073 



^Source; U.S. Department of Agriculture, Technical Information System, Management - 
£ Information Systenl. 1979 Annual Report . Feb. 1986., 



Appendix table 9 — Degrees held, by subject matter category, 

Extension home economics staff, FY 1978 ' 



Category 



Bachelor's' 



Master's 

& — 



Doctoral 



Family Life/Child Development 
■ » * 

, Clothing and Textiles 

Family Economics 9 

v Food and Nutrition 

*■ 

Home Economics (Education) 

t 

Home Economics (General) 
gouts ing and Equipment 
Fine /rts/TextiJjB Design — 
Health Education * 
Extension ^Edu£^£ion* 
/ Tot&l 

Percentage 



/ 



Number 



73 : 


30 




125, 


' ' 73. 


• 

8 


51 
113 


, 108 \ 


3 


1,381 
1,560 


770 

> 

,.743 


-53 
54 


12 


18 


0 


2 


0 


0 






0 


1 

0 ' 


1 


0 


3,296 




153 

i 


63 . 


< " 34 ' 


— " 3 



Source. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Management Information System, Technical 
Information Syspem^ 1979 Annual Report , Eeb« 18«0. 
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for professional study vary from 'lenient 
to .restricted. 

* * ' 

Scope of Client Participation 

Client participation begins with program 
planning in a process designed to define 
programs 'that are responsive to -local, 
State, and national socioeconomic needs, 
problems; and wants. Extension home . 
economics and nutrition program v 
development processes provide clients a 
voice in decisions on programs* of f ered 
to them. Programs are planned with 
professional assistance from coupty, 
State, and Federal subject matter 
specialists and administrators. The' 
planning process ^continuous/ 
Resulting county program plat® are ^ 
formalized and submitted f qjj/netrlew, , 
approval', summarization, and, t a£gregaticfli ' 
into a State plaiTof work. * State plahs 
are submitted for, Review and app^o^n\at 
the Federal level. ^Lt I \ 

* • *• - * r. / 

Almost every county hag^onfe or more 
<Jouncils t , or proKram^\ffelopment boards. 
There were 5,376 fofylty councils' 
reportfed tfoc FY 1978./ villi 76 J)47 active 
par t ic jL padt s , m qaI ly 1 cl i ent s.*l Slightly 
more than. 10 percent w^tte members of 
minor ity groups . » lit addition, minority 
ad hoc cqjitiittees, frequently i^elp to , 
represent and identify target clientele 
and problems. Community, perspective is 
provided by othef agency staff who^ 
provide services or resources to 
families, by elected comity leaders and 
officials, and by^other professionals. , 
9 

Information and; trend data on State and 
national ispues^ directions, and 
situations^ are provided by State staff 
who,^th^ouih county Extension home 
economists! advisory councils, affd 
boards/ assess lotal needs and .establish 1 
program priorities* A national summary 
of active citizeri councils, boards, and' 
committees in home economics and 
nutrition program 'development' processes 
grouped by race, indicates the grassroots 

$ « A - 
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orientation of Extension p^&gratnmin^ 
(appendix table 10). . . 

Further information about 
characterist^^ of planning groug 
. members appears in the National . • 
Extension Horaemaker Council SXirvey, 
1979-»80 which has demographic data 
gathered through a random sampling of 
counties in affiliated States (appendix 
table 11). This information helps in 
understanding the present and future 
role of voluntary leadership in 
Extension programing and information 
dissemination, \ 
t> ■ 

In 1979, 487,488 club .members were 
affiliated" with the National Extension 
Homemak£rs Council CNEHC). In addition, 
an estimated 200,000 members are active 
■ in States not affiliated with NEHC. * 
These data were summarized from a random 
sample survey completed ia the spring of 
19&0 02h 

Hpxnemaker Club members are (and have 
^ been) a major source of volunteer 
leadership for Extension programs and 
users of educational programs. A 
profile" of membership suggests direction 
and redirection possible for this 
user/leader audience: 

. Forty-seven percent lived in towns 
arid cities -over 50,000, and 15 
percent lived in towns under 
50,000. 

Thre£*of ev^ry four hoxnemakers were 
employed either fulj- (40 percent) 
or part-time (36 percent). • 



Twenty percent of thfe membership 
had an annual income of 'under 
$^000; "another 20 percent, over 
$25,000." 
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Appendix table 10 



Selected characteristics of councils, hoards, or . 
committees assisting with organization, planning, conduct, 
and ^evaluation of hope economics Extension programs, 
FY 1978 y 



— u 



ttea 



State 



Area 



County 



Total 



Councils and boards 
♦ 

Composition £/ 



127 



253 



5,376 



White 


' 1,900 


2,519 


67,155 


71,574 


Black 


166 


184 


6,376 


6,72b % 


Spanish Surname * 


35 


24 


1,082 


1,141 • 


American Indian 


4 


** 

11 


675 * 


.690 


Oriental 


1 


1 


625 


627 


Othej 


■ 

3 


0 


. 134 


137 


Total T 


2,109 


2,739 


76,047 


80,895 


tings held 


' . * 211 


604 


18,229 


19,044 , 



-f 



State* reported active councils, boards, or committees. 
, .* ♦ 

./Active members — members who carry- out their responsibilities, including 
attendance at half or mo re "of the meetings* 



Sources, Ur5. Department of Agriculture, Technical Information System, 
Management Information Syptem. 1978 Annual Report , May 1979* 
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Appendix table 11 — 




eristics of National Extension Homemakera Council 
dbmbers, 1979-80" 



Characteristic 




Membership 



Residence: 



Percent 



Rural* nonfana 

Rural, farm 

Towns X£,500-9,999) 

Cities (10;000-49 f 999) 

Cities (50,000 and over) 
■ 

Employment : 



27 
26 
17 
15' 
15 



Full-time 
Part-time 
At home 



40 
36 
24 



Family Income: 

Less than '$5, 000 
, $5,000-$14,999 
. $15,000-$24,9|* " 
$25,000 and above 



20 
34 
25 
21 



Membership tenure: 

Less' than 1 year 
1-9 years 
10-19 years ' 
20-49 years 
50 and over 



10 
47 
19 

22 
2 



Age: 



Under 20 
20-29 
30-39 
40-54 ^ 
55-69 

*70 and over. 
Education: 



.3 
8:2 
17.3 
25.6 
30.9 
17*. 7 



Some high school 

4 years of high school 

Beyond high school 



25 
38 
37 



Y 



Source: (12). 
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• Most members (57 *p ftrcent ) had been 
members less than 10 /ears; almost 
one-fourth had belonged over 20 
years, 

A 

. Slightly more' than -half the 

membership was, under 55 years of 
age; 17 percent was over 70; 

• Members were well educated, with 65 
percent having completed high 
school; half had additional 
training, "~^7 

• Members shared information with 
persons under 35 years of age (41 
percent)-, but were more apt to 
shqre ttr with those over 35, with 
an outreach of about 30 per 
member* 

• Programs on health and aging were 
the community services which 
members most frequently talked 
about with others. 

. 

Client participation as recipients of 
information or education was measured by 
the number of contacts (letters or 
telephone calls, attendance at meetings, 
and so on) between Extension personnel 
and the clients. This is not the same 
as number of clients who participated, 
as a single client may frave made several 
contacts. - * r * 

r+ . ■ 

Appendix table 12 compares 'client 
contact by racial/ethnic group for FY 
1975 and 1979, Gains in minority 
participation exceeded the overall 
increase "in participation; Hispanic 
participation almost doubled, and Black 
participation. increased 2-?3 percent, 

/ 

Appendix table 13 contains data on 
estimated expenditure of time and number 
"of racial/ethnic contacts in Extension 
hotee economics by H*w Initiatives ' 
thrusts and individual .initiatives, 
categorized from EMIS data. About 
onerthirdj>£ all effort reported in FY 



1976 is allocated 4 to areas not reported 
in this table* The data indicate areas 
uhere a .strong program base exists both 
in content and outreach to clientele. 
In others, for example, energy and 
environment*, areas for expansion are 
readily visible* More resources have 
probably been redirected to certain 
initiatives/ * * 

j m 

OTHER USD a" N6N FORMAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS 

• 

Several un^ta in USDA, such as the - * 
Forest Service and the Economics and* 
Statistics Service, produce 
publication^; however, the food, 
nutrition,- and health thrust appears to 
be-the only one in which there" are 
large-scale, informal education programs 
'within USDA outride the Cooperative 
Extension Service.*/ Food and 
nutrition programs were des£rib p ed in 
detail in rfccerfE* reports (^,9,^0). 

The NutVition Education and Training 

Program (NET), for example, was 

established in 1977 to teach good , 

nutrition habits and fundamentals of 

nutrition to children, parents, 

educators, and food service personnel . 

USDA Food and Nutrition Service it 

administers NET through grants to State 

educational agencies, and NET was funded 

at $26 million in FY 1979. 

* a - 1 

The laws authorizing USDA 1 * Supplemental 

Food Program *f or Vtotaen, Infants, and 

Children (VIC) call for States to 

prepare anriual nutrition education plans 

describing the manner in vhich they will 

provide nutrition education to the WIC 

target audience. The laws require that 

nutrition education expenditures equal 

at least one-si*th of the State agency's 

total administrative expenditures. In 

EY 1980, the WIC program included 79 



kj Based on data from Federal # 
Food,, Nutrition and Agriculture Programs 
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'Appendix table 12 — Contacts of^hotae economics Extension. staff with clients 

by racial/ethnic groups, FY 1975 and ETC 1979 



Racial/ethnic * 



group 9 


JL325 


1979 


* * 




Thousands - — 

* 


White 


23,403.8 


22,273*.3 


Black 


3.333.3 


' U 184*3 


^American Indian 


234 .*9 


, 265.9 




i 


Hispanic 


575.1 


1,144.8 


* • 
Asian (other) 


* 358.7 


120.8 


„ Total 


27,906.7 


27,898.1 



Source: U*S. Department o*f Agriculture, Technical Information System, 
^/ Management Information System* 1975 and 1979 Annual Reports » 

l 



V. 




I. \ 



( ■ 

144 

j 




1 



Appendix table 13 — Time and nunW of racfal/ethnic contact* la Ex c etui on bcoe ecococict la Nev Initiative 

t&rueta end Individual initiative*, FT 19761/ 



Thru* C* end Initiative 



Vhite 



Black 



American 
Indian 



Hispanic 



Asian end 

other 



All 



Family Economic Stability and Security: 



-Number- 



Initiative A 

Initiative * J 
Initiative C 

Initiative D ' 
Subtotal 

Energy and Environment: t c 

Initiative A, • 
Initiative B 
Initiative D 
Initiative F 
Initiative C ' 

Subtotal 

Food, Nutrition, and Health: 

Initiative B 
Initiative C 
Initiative D 

Subtotal 

Family Strang the and Social Environment* 

Initiative A \ 
Initiative B 
Initiative C 

I 

Subtotal 

Total * 



216,19 
,274.78 
159.65 
92.65 

7*3,27 



159.01 
20.61 

205.86 
3.53 
27.0* 

416.10 



489.08 
228.25 
174.24 

891.57 



112.19 
228.76 
8.89 

349.84 

2,400.78 



2,318,215 
2,762,340 
1,505,160 
703,166 

7,288,881 



934,463 

12277*5 

1,447,55\ 
43,086 
323,611 

2,871,435 



2,575.172 
1,780,404 
1,488,543 

5,844,119 



• 651,640 
1,382,022 
62,973 

2,096,635 

' 18, 101, 070 



141,597 
391 ,549 
144,958 
133,894 


12,576 
12,796 
17,321 
2,546 


33,321 
44,122 
31,163 
> 18,291 


" 12,504 
48,421 
26,829 
10,237 




811,998 


,45,239 


126,897 


97,991 


• 

6,371,006 


152,289 
29,600 

184,526 
4,528 
10,799 


6,339 
736 
18,530 
J4 
1,361 


> 

13,13* 
3,217 

36,258 
1,342 
5,421 


.*» 

40,682 
438 
. 71,160 
, 1,032 
2,465 


V 

* 


381,742 


27,040 


59,375 


115,777 


3,455,369" 


676,641 
407,512 
235,425 


f 

30,3uV> 
14; 19% 
- 6*216^ 


n 

223,855 
i23,085 
^23,483 


113 .090 
54,423 
26,579 




1,319,678 


50,719 


270,423 " 


194,092 


7,679,031 


68,488 
160,401 
5,708 


9,100 
17,947 

*260 


16,670 
22,668 
1,193 


5,491 
23;548 
748 




234,597 


27,307 


30,531 


29,787 


2,418,957 


2,748,015 


150,305 


- 487,226 


437,647 


• 21,924,363 ' 



o 



Source. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Technics/ Information $Tfte», Ksnagement Information System m FY 1976 Annual Report 
I 'Revision otf Extension Management InfvrmaMon^ttem after 1976 eliminated- reporting detail on which this table it baaed. 
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■State agencies, 1,500 local agencies, 
and 6,000 climes, and served an 
estimated 1.85 million people. 

7 

USDA V $ Community, Supplemental Food 
Program (CSFP) also includes the cost of 
nutrition education as a component of 
overall program administrative costs* 
This program consists of 11 'State 
agencies ani serves about 100,000 
people. 

* * * 

Other activities in USDA provide for the 
dissemination of nutrition information. 
The Food and Nutrition Service has 
recently awarded a contract for the 
development of television messages and** 
other mass media materials to encourage 
informed choices of snack food. 




.PART IV. RELATED INFORMAL EDUCATION ' 
, PROGRAMS OTHER THAN ffSDA 
t PROGRAMS ' 

V ■ * 

Methodology 

The purpose her£ is to indicate the type 
of nonformal education currently 
underway relating to the^Jiew 
Initiatives, and the scope and magnitude 
of, thosg education programs* Since it 
would be impossible* to survey all 
activities nationwide in both the public 
and private sector, it was„decided that 
nonformal education programs in major 
Federal agencies would be 
emphasized — especially ongoing programs, 
as opposed to £ilot programs or those 

nded by short-term grants. The 
following selection criteria were used: 

1. Programs relate eitfier directly 
' or indirectly to the New 
Initiatives. 

4 

2* 'Pjrograml are directed primarily 
to an adult audience. 

« 

3* ProgTSSs 1 major focus is 
noA-fonnal education of lay 
persons. 

4* Programs are long-term or ongoing 
rather than demonstration or 
pilot projects*, t 

Programs are categorized on the basis of 
the four New Initiatives thrusts: 
family economic stabrtHy^and security; 
energy and environment; nutrition, food, 
and health; and family stabiity and 
social environment. In some cases the 
exhibits are divided into f two 
categories: programs directly related 
to the New Initiatives and programs 
indirectly related to the New 
Initiatives. 



147 



J 



9 

ERIC- 



Programs in Family Economic Stability 

> and Security 
« 

* * 

* Thertfvare few large-scale, nonfonnal 

- * education programs relating to the new 
initiative^ for family economic 
stability and security in Federal 
agencies outside USD A* The most 
ambitious program is the Con^foers 1 
Education Program of the U>$, Department 
of Education, a combination of grants 
and contracts tha£ xe^ived $3,601 
million ih FX 1979 CexhtbtT^li, Both 
the Consumer Education Resource Network 
(CERN) and Consumers* Education Radio 
public service announcements have * 
resulted .from the contract activities of 
the Consumers* Education Program. Many 
small projects, financed through grants, 
cover such topics as health services, 
financial management, consumer "education 
for the elderly, and use of energy* 

Although most of the activities o% the 
Community Services Administration (CSA) 
cannot be interpreted 'as nonfonnal 
education programs, it ^should' b& 
recognized that nonfonnal education is 
one component of the agency 1 s approach 
to the alleviation of poverty* . Ttjrough 
its network of Community Action Agencies 
(CAAs),'cSA provides the opportunity for 
low-income persons, local government 
representatives, and representatives of 
the private sector, to work together in 
designing, operating, and evaluating 
fa programs to address the problems of 
poverty at the Ipcal level. Low-income 
participants develop advocacy skills so 
they can work on problems, that affect 

* thesr directly, and make best use of 
available resources* The Community 
Action Program reaches 86 percent of the 
poverty population and administers riore 
thin $3 billion in anti-poverty 
programs* What part of , this effort" is 

1 * nonfonnal education cannot be 

determined, since the education funcj 
is integral and neither plaryia<Prtor « 
budgeted separateiy*^NaETc^ally, CSA 




promotes the pooling of Fedleral 
resources th roughs interagency agreements \ 
for cooperative programs, some of which 1 
may also have an education component* 
■ 

Considerable local activity is occurring/ 
in consumer education .by nonprofit , A 
groups* The Joint Counci l on Economic 
Education, for example, is a nonprofit 
educational organization aimed at 
improving the level of economic . 
decisionmaking through formal education 
and informal, community-oriented 
programs. The Joint Council works _____ - 
through^ 49 jftate^affiliated councils and 
TOOTcenters for economic education at 
colleges and universities* Although 
much of^He Joint Council program is 
oriented toward formal education 
programs in schools and colleges, its 
affiliates have engaged in informal 
program^ with such groups "as the League 
of Women Voters, 4-H," and the Economic 
^Education Foundatipn for Clergy* 

Programs in Energy and Environment 

Informal education programs related to< 
energy and environment are found in 
several Government agencies (exhibit 
32)* Such programs also exist in 
Government -corporations and private 
organizations. We made, no attempt to 
develop a comprehensive list of 
nongovernment programs, but a few cases 
will illustrate the type of activity* 
The Center for Ecol,ogicalJr«hnoJogy7 a 
nonprofit, scientific and educational 
organization, addresses problems of y " 
energy conservation and ^alternative 
sources,, self-sufficient food^ J 
production, and nortpoliut ipg waste 
disposal methods* through workshops, a 
hot line,, a library, and^individual 
Consultation^ it provides technical 
assistance and information to. residents 

:tflfifld and Berkshire^ , 
Massachusetts* 
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The National Science Foundation, Jthrqugh 
its Science for Citizens programs, 
sponsors forums r conferences u and* 
workshops that provide information to 
foster more infbrmed community debate on- 
policy 'issues involving science and 
technology. These programs are * 
presented nationwide through local 
conxnunity nonprofit ^groups . 

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) also 
provides funds to public interest, 
public service, ^and labor grpups to 
carrjfc, out energy education. These 
grant-supported activities are conducted 
nationwide, but?* all segments focus on 
the local community. Delivery 
mechanisms include such* organizations as 
the League of Women Voters, United 
Steelworkers of America, Alliance to 



1 4 

Save Energy, National Council of 
Churches, Rational, Urban League, and 
Rural Amerita, Inc. This program h*s an 
estimated funding ip FY 1980 of 
$700,000. ■ " 



the Office of 
also worktf 
to provide 



The Energy Division of 
Community Action, CSA, 
through local agencies 
information on energyVionservation, , 
especially to low-income persons, * 
including the elderly\ Estimated FY 
1980 funding is $500,000. *^ 

Finally, the Department of Energy has 
several funding categories that do not 
involve specific programs h . but produce 
the materials necessary for the 
dissemination of energy information such* 
as: 




Program 



Estimated funding (FY 1980) 



- Audiovisual branch 

/ Exhibits branch 

Press servi ces program 

Publications DfdncJl 

Special programs**- 



Dollars - 

400 ,0010 
1,500<,000 
160,000 



Si 



2<k000 



Much of the energy Outreach function of 
DOE's Ener gy Extension Servi ce is 
performed by the Cooperative~Extepsioti 
Service^ The Cooperative Extension 
Services in 29 States are currently 
receiving DOE funding for energy , ^ 
outreach programs. In 17 of these 
States, more than one-half of the DOE 
funds allocated for* that Stat£ go to the^ 
CES as the performing agents* In three 
of these States, the (3$ .conducts the . 
entire DOE- funded program.*** — T*' 

As exhibit 32 suggests, many programs 
related to energy and- envitdnraent 4 have 
been developed since the Energy 
Extension Service, Act was passed tft 
19^7.. Honever, mo^t-of tlieprograms 



seem, to be Oriented toward educating the 
consumer in the areas of energy m 
conservation and alternative en$r-gy 
a purees* Fed" education programs seem to 
be dealing with the* matter of tradeoffs 
in family, nutrition and health; home 
Safety and' sanitation, family economic s 
„and social well-being, and other aspects 

t erf family functioning, or with the 

effects of energy conservation measures 

op quality of family life. A" new J 

housing -counseling program in Lilt! ~ 
Department of Housing and* Urban 
Developnertt and programs je^ulting from . 
^ibe Energy Extension Service/ Cooperative 
Ext ens fbn^ttfit work are intended to 

• include analysis o£ tradeoffs. It 
appears that many current energy 
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programs are dealing with the technology 
of energy, but are not educating 
consumers in energy conservation as * 
addressed by the Hew Initiatives. 

Programs in Food^ Hutrition, an4 Health 

The Department of Health and Huaan 
Services includes, nutrition education in 
riany programs, b^t because such 
education is part of other services, it 
is hard to measure the magnitude of the 
effort in nutrition , education, E*arts of 
the Public. Health Service include 
t nutrition education! Programs , in the 
Bureau of Community Healtbt.SerViices and 
the tndian Health Service of thfe Health 
Services Administration; the National 
Heart, Lung and B15od Institute^ the 
Hational Institutes of Health; the 
Center ,for Disease Control i any the Food 
and Drug Administration are examples. 
Nutrition education can be found ^n 
varying degrees in programs (congregate 
"meals and Meals-on-Wheels) for the 
elderly sponsored by the Administration 
ori Aging and in nutrition services for 
Head Start children, .parent*, and-^staff 

ponsored by the Administration for; 
Children, Youth ana Families* Nuty\tfem\ 
Education is also offered with dietetic 
services provided by the Veterans 1 
Administration (VA), where th€* program 
includes" tlutrition education for 
i patients, families, a"hd care-givers, and 
\in-aervice traininglfor food service 




personnel in VA hospitals.. 

<- * 
As short-term pilot or demonstration 
projects , nytrition education ^programs 
may lay the groundwork for a more 
comprehensive program in the future or 
provide information to be used by other 
agencies in other programs, CSA has two 
primary aims in the area of food and 
nutrition; to develop the advocacy 
capacity of the poor and to develop 
innovative techniques for delivering 
food and nutrition information to the 
poor* <CSA supports demonstration 
projects such as one in Broward County, 
Florida, which has developed a computer 
system for analyzing local food prices 
to provide comparison shopping 
information to the poor* Typically, a 
project like thi*s is developed and "spun 
» off" to another agency, such as CES, for 
full implementation* CSA also allocates 
from $750,000 to $800,000 a year for 
Regional Community Food and Nutrition 
Technical Assistance Projects that 
organize conferences and training 
sessions to hfelp lovf-income people 
develop advocacy ski Ms, 

x ■ V 
At least three CSA programs have a 

nptritipn education component, although 

a minor part of their total effort. One 

program is devoted exclusively to 

advocacy, and innovation in regard* to 

nutrition education. These V CSA programs 

ate as follows; 



Organisation 




;Jtesetfr2h and' Action 
Committee ' 

Children's Foundation * 

Community Nutrition 

Institute r 

* * 
♦ * » 

.Council on Children, Media, 
' And Merchandising 



Funds obligated 



Pollers 



32,250 




V 49;887 



Dollars for 
edflcatlonal activity 



Rercent 



5 . 



15 



,100 



ISO ■ 



105 



* 4 */* 



*4 



other agencies ^d organizations. 
mQIBl has also engaged" in some smi 



Another^ example of a demonstration 
projetft is Foofo for Health y a year-lortfe 
pilot program \pf the National Hearst, 
Lung and.Bloo^i^nstitilbe (HHLBI), which 
^jjifcvided nutrition information in a* 
grocery store^etting, * In *thi6 . cas6, 
materials fc produb,e<t by the project are 
available f&r use and distribution by 

The 

engaged" in some smaller 
pilot projects that * provided an 1 ' 

* .experimental setting for determining ttte 
gKfectivenes* o£ nutrition education 

^SfiMfeteg i e s . One such project — Food for 
» Though t^lfiame— involved a .card game 
format *to provide nutrition information 

i^to consumers in a cafeteria line* " 

, Another project supplied' nutrition ^ 
information on vending mach/nes . As is' 
being done^in tfre^ FoPds for Health 
experiment , thes e >pifogram8 have/been 

» evaluated for jtheir effectiveness in * 
disseminating nutrition information. 
The card -game has also been made 
available for- public tise. * 

• Section. 1405 of the National 

Agricultural Research, Ext ens i oil, and 
Teaching" Policy Act of 1977 designates 
U8DA as. the lead agency of the, federal 
Government for human nutrition research. 

• It reqU&es the Secretary of Agriculture, 
to Vestablisjh jointly with the Secretary 
of the Department of Health, Education, 
and Welfare procedures for coordination 
with respect to nutrition research in 
areas of mutual interest." To date, \ 
coordination between -the two Departments 
has resulted in numerous joints * / 
activities ii>, tl^e^areas of policy an4 
programs ;*1>^|Aes8 activity in the *rea 
of ^nutrition education programs than in 

. nutrition surveillance and ^ food 

assistance programs. One step in this 
direction was the cooperative effort to 
f . produce Dietary Guidelines for 

Americans , a publication that proviAs a * 
basia for several New Initiatives & 
(Thrust* 3). . * 



Thup, several agencies |^v£ nutrj^ior^ 
education related to the New tjfitil^tives 
in several programs. Thermal - * 
magnitude is impossible^io document 
because of this integration, but some 
of this education's limited in funding ^ 
and in scope, &da. reaches only a few of 
the eligible xatjy&t gtotra. Other 
programs make such inform arri^on • 
available, >ot do noli provide 
int erac tion betweer^ eddcators\apd 
consumer 8 or f or^onsistent contact a*d 
foUowup over tinre. Therefore, \he ./ 
effects of «the programs- jnay be^unkpoj 
as to size of audience and effect^ 
*of communication. \ t 

Programs in Family Strengths and Social, 
Environment * _ 



The principal Federal Government agency v 
besides USDA concerned with nonfornial 
education programs in the family area^Js 
the Department of Health and Human 
Services (HHS). Many of these 
activities are coordinated by its Office, 
for Families , .set up td implement 
recommendations from tne White House 
Conference ^on Families add provide a 
focal point" in the development of 
Federal policies and programs affecting 
families* Some of these programs 
Originate, with HHS, some are produced jLn 
part or in whole" for the agency by ah 
outside contractor, and others ate local 
projects that receive HHS funding 
through special grants (exhibit 33). 

f * ; - -V ' 

Parts of HHS offer publications made 
available through the agency or the U.S. 
Government Printing Office. Institutes 
.of the Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Mental ~ 
./Health Administration, the Food and Drug 
Administration and the Children's ' 
Bureau, for example, all produce 
pamphlets designed to advise parents on 
various aspects of child-tearing. 
Publications such as the Mother- Chi Id 
Home, Program provide instructions to 
local groups on how to organize their m 



/ 



own program. ' Other informational 
programs in HHS involve the development 
of curricula and teaching aids 
(Parenting for Foster Parents ) or 
involve training instructors foj: 
program^ (Exploring Parenting ) . . , 

Nonformal education locally takes place ' 
in the form of small grants projects 1 
thajt ape funded through Federa l agfl rifcies 
*su£h as HHS and CSA. An example" is a 
*pig enting program 'for foster parents 
developed by the Eastern Michigan 
Institute, for the ,Study of Children and 
Families in Yp'*ilanti, Michigan. 
Another is .at) information center* on j 
parenting education located at Weber 
State College in Utah. These small 
grant pro Sect? are not included in * 
exhibit -8 bSfcause they are local 'andv 
, short term, and therefore do not meet 
the ^criteria. stated in the Methodology 
section- % — 

ffost of the national education programs 
pertain t?b parenting. No progr&s iJete 
found that deal with the development of 
community and multigenerationaj. support 
networks or management of family stress, 
exCtSpTTto the area of child abuse. 

. An Overview of Nonformal Education 
Prosrans Related to the New Initiatives 



Data in exhibits 30-32 give information ^ 
pn nonformal education programs, their ' 
scope and magnitude. A more concise" 
clarification o£ these programs appears 
in exhibit 34, where programs have been 
categorized based on primary functions 
into o<)£»or t^ro^of six groups: 



1. Short- tenor demonstration . A pro- 
, gram that is probably contrac ted 
to an outside organization, 
^al though it may .have been done ^ 
in-house. A program is considered 
a sljqrt-term demonstration project * 
even if the materials developed by 
it are available, as- the actual 
program would Operate- onljt a 
limited time. 



i 

\ 



Information dissemination . A 
program that acts as a means of 
disseminating information via 
publications, news media, radio, 
and television. The materials may 
be available on request from the 
agency, or they may -be * 
disseminated through other 
channels* « 

Program development . Programs 
that include information, 
curriculum materials, 
organizational instructions, 
and/or leadership (raining. They 
may be targeted to specific groups 
'(such as Head Start) or may be 
available to interested parties as, 
a program development package. 



4. Interactive, limited scale . 
Program? that provide for' 
interaction between a professional 
or a trained leader and- th6 user 
or user group, but are available: 
only- to clients in certain 
designated locations, and, probably 
involve* fewer than one/^uarder o£ 
the potential audience. & 



5. 



6. 



■Interactive, large scale . 
Programs tha£/provide for J 
interaction between professional 
or ttainea leaders and tn^-trfer or 
user groups, and are widely 1 
avaijfable to a large number of \ 

clients. 

r \ 

Comprehensive, long term . 
Programs that are 'thorough ly 
integrated into the ongoing agency 
activities, are probably 
authorized by legislation, and are 
included regularly in the annual 
budget of the agency.. 
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The primary audience for each program is 
<alao designated by placing the number 
'code for type of audience next to the 
program classification as follows: 

* *■ 

1. Professionals 

• 2. Low-income families 
3. Rural families 

■ - 4*. A*l families 

* 5- Families with special problems or 

situation*. 
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Trends, Needs . Lexington: 
University of Kentucky, 1979. 

Joint Council on* Food and - * 

Agricultural Sciences Research , 
Extension and Higher Education in 
Human Nutrition , Mar, 1980^ 

Keiser, Marjorie B. and Patricia A. 
Tripple. r Home Economics Research 
Project inventory , Washington, 
D.C.: ■ American Home .Economics 
Association, 1980, . ■ * 



7: Ritchey, S, J* HERAPP: Home 



Economics Research^ Assessment, 
Planning, and Projections . > 
Blacksburg, VA; Virginia 
Polytechnic .Institute and State 
University, 1978, 



f ERLC 



Schlater, Jean P. National Goala^ 
and Guidelines for Research in Home 
Economics , East Lansing, MI; * 
Michigan State University,, 1970, 



U.S. 
Food 



Apartment tit Agriculture. 
4Rd Nutrition for' the 1980 '»s: 



Moving Ahead . Apr. 1979, 
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11. 



12. 



* * , » . . Zm rrent 4 0 

Research information System. Manual 
of Classification of Agricultural 
and Forestry Research . Jan. 1978^ ^ 

* , Science §nd 

Education' Administration. 
Extension Management Information 
System (Feb. 1980) unpublished \ - 

* 

, Science and 
Education Administration. National 



13. 



,14. 



15, 



Extension Homemaker Council Survey , 
1979-80. To be published Spring, 
1981 . ^ 

4 

" • , Science and 

Education Administration. 
Graduates of Higher Education in m 
the .Food and Agricultural Sciences: 
An Analysis of Sup ply/ Demand 
Relationships . Vol. II; Home 
Economics . At press. 

; and U.S. 



Department- of Health, Education and 
Welfare. Nutrition and Your 
Health: Dietary Guidelines for 
Apericans . Feb. 1980. 

U.S. Department of Energy* Third 
Report to Congress; Comprehensive 
- xP.rogram' and Plan for Federal Energy 
Education. Extension and 
Information Activities . „ 
Washington, D.C*: 'National ' 
Technical "Information Service, Mar/' 
1980. * ^ . ' ' 



17. U.S. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. Office of 
Neighborhoods, Voluntary 
Associations and Consume? 
Protection. Coop end i am of Federal 
Program? Related to Community % 
Energy Conservation . U.S. 
Government Printing Office, Feb. 
1979. 

*18. U.S* Office of Consumer Affairs,* 
Consumer Information Division. 
People Power: What Communities are 
Doing to Combat Inflation . 1980. 

19* i*J.S. Office of Mknagemeht and ■ 
Budget, President." s- Reorganization 
Project. Food and Nutrition -Study; 
Final Report . Dec. 19, 1978. 



20. . U.S„ Senate, Committee on 

Appropriations , Federal Food, 
Nutrition and Agriculture 
Programs . Sept. ii f , 1979. 



16. U.S. Department of Health, 

Education and Welfare. Directory 
of Education Associations 1977. 



Ed. I^ois V. Lopez. 
OE 77-01040.'. 1977, 



HEW Pub. No. 
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EXHIBIT 26* COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SES&ICE: 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE NEW INITIATIVES IS SELECTED STATES 



THJtUST/ 
IKITIATITO 



ACTIVITY 



TARGET AUDIENCE 



HOKTAHA 

PERSONNEL NUMBER REACHED METHOD 



XS ttSE 



MATERIALS USED 



. SPECIAL 
CXWIEJfTS 



T 

r 



TH1CST 1 
A 

Resource 
Decision* 

Opt lml tins 
Incon* 



Stst* p leaning and Wooea 
inve«taent cliiiii 



Clothing 
const ruction 



Pood- » 
preparation 



Food 

preservation 



Adult* 



■ f 



Extension clien- 
tele, Heedstert 
Program* , food 
eervice person- 
nel In hospitals, ' 
Vo-tech schools, 
Senior Citizen 
Keel Program. 



Montana 
families 



Extension agents 
end clothing 
•pecialfst* 



Extension 
personnel 



160 vomen for 3 
eeitlone 

770 edult* vere 
taught et public 
vorkshop* 



sis 

fannies 



Workshops, In- 
eervice training 
for agents, nevs 
releases', radio „ 
- program* lllus* 
grated lecture, 
TV ^programs. 

f Varied progress. 



Pood' preserva- 
tion workshops, 
local paper 



Tee chi rig kite* *uit- 
cete lesson*. 



Resulted In - 
doller saving* 
for Senior 
Citizen Meal 
Pfogrea— $1,972 * 
saved/ Also 
resulted in 
Unproved nutri- 
tion for neny. 

Families in food 4 
prcservstlon vork 
shop* seved 
approximately 
$500 on yearly 
food bill. 



D 

Property 

Manage- 
atent 



Estetc planning * % Extension steff 
and Montane 
• % citizens 



30 steff 
500 feailiea 



Estate planning 
seminars {trusts, 
property end bus-, 
lness ovnershlp 
villa) 



~ Training packet 
_ for agent use. 
transparency 
series* study et 
none series « end 
slide eerles 
^rere developed. « 



* ■ 

miBlT 26. COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE- 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO 1JJE KEW INITIATIVES IJi ^5 ELECTED STATES - 1 CentiauedJ _ 

THRUST/ * 1 > 

ttlTXATWE ACTIVITY * TARGET J&DUKCE . PERSOSKL K&3E2S REACHED METHOD MATERIALS USED * 



SPECIAL 
h Ctfr«£STS 



THttJST 2 



Coat err* t Ion 
Practices 



Care tod atorege <£hil 
of >ou*ebold , t 
textiles 



te 



Extension agents 'end i,50 adults received In-store update 
clothing epectellett ^in*store update aevaletter 



Vl»u«l and' band- 
out literature 



Energy Corner- Adults and 
vitlon and youth 
weather lzatlon 



Extension agents Very large 



OBousev 
•elect 
user c 
Houalfc 



Houseware 
selection and 
cart 

Housing selec- 
tion and hoot 
sain trainee 

Window treat- 
aents 



Adults 



ERIC 



Id 



Hotfeovni&s 



Hooeovner Youth 
energy cssp* 



Extension agents 
and specialists 

Extension* *£ents 



Extension sgent 
and specialists 



/ '■ 



Very large 
Very Jarge 



• 



Hon* energy 
audits, valid 
information for 
energy saving 
devices P sea* 
lnars f work* 
shopSt exhibits 
st falrs 9 ^spec- 
lal Interest 
progress, nevs 
releases, radio 
progress , and 
TV progress. 

Workshops? 

Mlcrovave 

schools 

Workshop*** k 
aedla 



Presentation* 



Kits and computer 
prograa*. 



Appliance 
booklets^ 



Hewapaper r*JLessea 9 
radio tapes 9 nevs- 
letters 9 slide est. 

Booklets, resource 
book of teaching 
aids and Ideas 9 
3-D posters 



Visuals and , 
resources for 
this program have * 
been constantly 
In use'aod have 
received atsny 
favorable coaaenM. 
Careful study of 
window treatments 
reeulte In con- 
siderable energy 1 
savings for boae- 
ovners. 
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£ mUIT U - COOP«A"VE mOtSKW SERVICE: REUTO TO THE NOT wmlllVES IN SELECTED STATES - MONTANA (Continued) 

TERSOKSEL KyKEERS REACHED METHOD MATERIALS USED 



THXCST/ 
INITIATIVE 



THRUST 3 

A-^Utrltion 
Education 



ACTIVITT 



TARCET ADDIEKCE 



Pood Prep* ra- 
tion 



EFKEP- Expanded * 
Food And Nutri- 
tion Education 
Program Halted 
lncooe especial ly 
with young child* 
ren to improve 
diets in normal 
nutrition. 



County Kutri-''" 
tion Councils 
coordinated by 
County Exten- 
sion Agent— 
lap rove coc=>- 
unlcatlon among 
coosxmity resour- 
ces, dealing 
with nutrition. 



Limited lacoee 
families, espec- 
ially with young 
children in nor- 
aal nutrition 
and tr-B. 



Community 



14.25 assistant 
in adult program 
and 710 volun- 
teers 



County Extension 
Agents 



y*02Q program faa- 
Hies and* 651 youth, 
710 potential pro- 
gram families, 
6,726 other youth. 



Organized , 
not Individual 



Agent and assis- 
tant training 
statewide public 
H Learn by Do^ng"^ 
experiences 
Workshops 
Extensive use of 
mass &ed la. 



6 EFKEF fact t 
sheets developed, 
EFNEP policy 
manual and 
EFNEP slide ' 
set. 



Work with local 
andntate nutr- 
ition councils 
and vfl fcpj th 
schools. 



SPECIAL 
CCWfENTS 



Also worked 
with non- 
English speaking 
Last lan, Cemp- 
fire Girls, group 
bones, unwed 
no there,. 4-C f «" 
(Conaunity Co* 
ordlnated Child 
Care) and church 
groups, public ■ 
libraries and" 
YWCA. 

Valid contacts 
made with other 
professionals 
and non-aro- 
fesslonals 
dn nutrition'. 



THRUST 4 

0 

¥ 

Parenting 
Skills 

C - 

Support ' 
"Systems 



15!) 1 



Parent 
Education* 

Youth: Prepar- 
ation for family 
-HCe 



Middle- Later 
Life 



Parents 



Young people 



50 or older age 
group # 



County Extension 
Agents and Human 
Dev. Specialists 




County Extaaslc 
Agents, 

Devp Specialists* 
and 45 adult 
leader volunteers. 



.Extension agents 
and Huzzufh Dev. 
specialists 



1,230 



>627 youth 



i f VU0 people were 
contacted. 7,500 
received Keenager 
special * 



Seminar and 
Programs 

Speaking to high 
schools and uni- 
versity classes, 
child care ^clin- 
ics for baby- 
sitters and 4*H 
Congress. 

Speaking to older 
cltlxens in their 
localities, series 
of programs, Keen- 
ager special news- 
paper * 



Monthly news- 
letters to 
parents 



% Parenting bom*,, 
study course 
was developed. „ 



Institute for 
lifetime 
learning is a 
unique and 
excellent 
approach. 
Extremely good 
response. 



o 
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THSUJST/ 
INITIATIVE 



EXHIBIT ^ . .COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE; 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE HEtf INITIATIVES *N SELECTED STATES 

MASSACHUSETTS 

ACTIVITY TARGET AUDIEHCE PERSONNEL NUMBERS REACHED METHOD MATERIALS USED SPECIAL COM4EKTS 



THKJST 1 
A 

Resource 
Decisions* 



Money* Management * 



So: Sev 



Individual! S»f sallies County Bocae Econ- 
\ omlsts 



& Sewing Machine main- Individual* 

Optimizing teaance 
Iiscome ^ 



Serlou* fevers; fabric 
• tore personnel; 4-H 
Leaden ;*dult educa- # 
tlon Hose Economic 
teachers 



Extension Person- 
nel 



County Hoot 
Economist- 



Urge 



Loan Vlt reached 
$3 people; clin- 
ic* reached 775 
people— ■» 

12,000 people 
subscribed 



Ma if medls; 
computer t 
s ss If ted 
teaching; 
workshops ; In- 
dividual finan- 
cial counseling 

Direct taught Loan kit slide*; 
serving ma- script; leader's 
chine clinics guide and qulzzer 



10 laaue yearly 
newsletter 



C 

Policy 
Assess- 
ment 

THRUST 2 



Know Your Consumer 
Rights 



Energy Conservation 



Conserva- 
■ tlon Practice* 

E Energy Con*erv*tlon 

Energy Aa*iy*i« Project 
Expense* (ECAP)-«hort course 

In hose energy sanage- 
* vent * 



Famllle* & Individuals Extension. 



Families & Individuals Extent ion Bone 
Economists 



Homeowners 



Extension Staff 



r 



5o3 Individuals 
and/or^ aailie* 



3,605-audlted; 
13,386 person* 
directly con- 
tacted In the 
lifestyle energy 
management por- 
tion 



5-veek home study 
course (corre- 
spondence course) 



Various program* i 
workshops 

Essie teaching In- 
strument was util- 
lzln&*-th* residential 
energy audit; pre- 
sentation* at schools, 
service groups 



One result of ECAP 
has been Increased 
spending, partlcu- 
laVly in sreae of 
building 4 Insula- 
tion materials, by 
homeowners retro- 
filtering thsir 
residences In order 
to sava enajgy. 



161" 



162" '■' 



est/ 

INITIATIVE 



EXHIBIT 11 . COQEERATWt EXTENSION 5EKTICE. . i979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TQ THE NEW IHITIaTITES i» SELECTED 51*123 - HAS SaCBU SETTS <conti»i«ti> 

ACTIVITT TARGET # AtfDlEKC£ fgpjm NIMBpff REACHED METHOD MATERIALS USED SPECIAL COHHJNTS 




t 



THiUST 2 
E 

Energy 
Expense* 



Soler Utlllza~» 
tioa for « 
Economic Dtvelop- ^ 
meat and Eeploy- 
»ent <S 



Bomeovner* 



Ext tat Icq 

tuff 



31 homee: 
resident f 
directly in- 
volved 




/ 



THRUST 3 
B 

Nutrition 
Education 



EFKE? *- nutrition 
educe t ion nork 
vltb low Income 
f sal lies through 
expended progress 
ming, lnnovetlve 
outreech to. the 
Commit i«t or 
the Commonwealth, 
work with other 
agencies, coordine* 
ted* progressing 
with genetel 
Extension end 
definitive 
efforts in che 
field of progress 
visibility * . 



Low income f sallies Extension Steff Very lerge 



* 



3 phetes: 

1. curricu- 
lum develop<" 
ment; , 

2. t reining 
(se&lnsre, 

works Sops) 

construct- 
ion of 31 
peselve soler 
eeslstance 



V 

A 

Cheeses ; semlns rs ; 
workshop*; mess 
tUdi* 



r 



project designed 
to treinMn- 
skllled persons/^ 
in the theory 
end prectlce 
of residential 
energy- conserve,* 
tion, lifestyle 
•energy msnsgs- \ 
aent end the [ 
design, construe* 
tlon end Instil 
etlon of low 
cost pesslve 
soler eppllce 
tlons for 
resldentiel 
besting 



Results ere thet ' 
aeny people ere 
learning to be more 
*elf-*sutflcient end 
mors eble/to contri- 
bute #tq their com- 
munities/, fealliee 
end to their own 
developoent es in- 
dlvlduels * 



X 
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EXHIBIT 27. COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE* 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE NEW INITIATIVES IN SELECTED SPATES - MAS SCKU SETTS ^continued; 

* ■ • « * ~~ 

THWST/ # a 

T»hVE ACTIVITY - TARGET^JDIENCr 



PERSONNEL 



NUMBERS 



REACHED " KETHO0 * AaTERIALS USED SPECIAL COWffiNTS 



D 

Food 
Safety 



7o$d Safety & Food 
Preservation 



Extension Staff & 
Feallles ' - 



County Roae 
Economist 




Workshops; 
clinics; gusge 
testing; nsss 
aedls; telephone 
service; mall 
exhibit* 



THRUST 4 



| t ' A Psrentlng Education 



B Hpae Economics Progre* 

Strtss for Chinese 

Hsnsgesent 



Support 
Systems 



Changing Roles of the 
Aaerlcao Families 



Parents of various 
ages socloeconoalc 
levels 



Specialist 



Chinese-speaking Extension 

lnsalgrants Vietnamese personnel 

refugees & elderly^ y* 
Chinese ' 



Family aeabers 
Individuals, 



Feally, Life 
' Specialist; Ex- 
tenllon person- 
nel 



495 persons 
reached through 
direct teschlng^ 
Newsletter 
reached over 700 
f tallies 

_2177 



750 participated 
directly; Over 
200,000 reached 
through »edla 



Direct teaching t 
series on Trans- 
actional Analysis 
followed by a 
newsletter/ 
practical appli- 
cation 

Bilingual e<3uca 7 
.Clonal progress In 
hone economics & 
cocaunlty develop- 
ment workshops 

Panel d la cuss Ion; 
presentations; 
* county-wide con- 
ference; sedla; 
newspapers 



Involved close 
collaboration with 
other sgencles— 
YVCA, United Viy> 6 
Parents, of Re- 
tarded Children 



* ■ 
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THXUST/ 
INITIATIVE 



EXHIBIT 26 . 



ACTIVITY 



COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE. 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE NEW INITIATIVES TN SELECTED* STATES 

IOWA ' ' 

\ . / SPECIAL 

TARGET* AUDIENCE PERSONNEL NUMBER REACHED KETtiOD** MATERIALS USED COtMEOTS 



THRUST 1 



A ' 
Resource 
DecMeion* 



Optimizing 
Income 



Fiat octal 
management 



Clothing 
construction * 



Hlnistert, youth, 
families 



People who *ev # 
Jtav resource 
Individual*! 
educator*, bone 
economics graduates, 
4-H leader* and 
jsembers 



Consumer and * 
management *f 
specialise P 
Extension home 
economist 



Extension hone Very large 
economist 



Values sod goals * 
sheets, guidebook 



Workshops » 
televiaion 
series i far* 
operator*, 
school sell- 
study course 



Meetings, vork- Videotape*, 
shops, seving flyers 
courses 



^ Clothing 
* construction 
for family 



Professional 
severs and 
potential 
professional 
sever* 



Extension home 60 attended 
economist course 



2-day start 
course tT * 



TH5LUSJ 2 



Conservation 
Practices 



Using energy 
conaerving 
practices In 
maintenance of 
clothe* 



1 ovens 



/Extension hone 



econoalst 



Large 



Kass media Booklets 



16' 
► 



18$ 
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EXHIBIT 28 . COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE; 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE NEW INITIATIVES 



ran sr/ 

INITIATIVE 



THRUST 2 



ACTIVITT 



TARGET AtFDlESCE 



-1_ 



% PERSONHEL 



WH&ER REACH© 



IN SELECTED STATES - IOWA (continued) 
KEIBOD KATERIALS USED 



SPECIAL 

cckm£kts 



Conservation 
Practice 



Energy con- Families, individuals Extension 

•ervttlon tome 

In the hoc* economists 



Very large 



Hooe energy Families, indivi- 

eudlt prograa^ duals 



Extension 
hone 

SCODOQist* 

energy 
spec tills ts 



Appliances- 
selecting 
sppl lances 
that at* 
energy 
efficient 
and using 
thea/ ffj- 
clejftly 



Families, Indivi- 
duals 




Extension 
bone 

economist, 
State 
eculpoeut 
^ specialist 



ERIC 



I 



\ 



^ Individual contact »- 
163,595 

Publications dis- 
tributed - 141,000 
Audit sites - 140 



Very large 




Independent f ^ packets,* slide 
s.tudy program* sets , 
displays, 
ceetlngs, 
energy fairs 



Media work- 
shops/ 
exhibits 



Teaching kits, 
publications 



fell dis- 
plays, media, 
lsrge appli- 
ances prograa,' 
Microwave ' 
•ppl lance 
progr ems, 
deoo net ra- 
tions, smell 
appliance 
progress 



Banners, 
posters, slide 
sets developed, 
Household 
EquipaentEa&i- 
book, video tepes 
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Also worked 
with such 
groups as 
cownlty 
colleges, 
co onualty 
action 
agencies, 
federated 
voaen's 
clubs, higi> 
school econ- 
omics Classes 
and restau- 
rant maneges' 

Rural Elec- 
tric Co./ * 
utility co*, 
savings and 
loan associ- 
ations, mall 
associations, 
schools, 
solar energy 
groups, etc. 
participated 
in prograa . 



EXHIBIT 28 . COOPERATIVE EXTEKSIOM SERVICES 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED tO IHE KEW INITIATIVES IN SELECTED STATES - IOtfA (continued) 



CD 



TEUJST/ 
m INITIATIVE 



icrivin 



TARGET AUDIENCE 



PERSONNEL 



KftfBER REACHED 



KETBOO 



MATERIALS USED 



SPECIAL 
COWENTS 



TSXDST 2 



Constrvation 
frsctlces 



D 

Housing 
Choices 



Energy Savings ?*ailles. 

Through Interior individuals 

Furnishings 

-Interior 
Window Treat- 
ments for 
Energy Savings 

-lighting for 
Energy Savings # 

-General Interiors^ 
for Thermal 
Comfort - 



Bouse Building*- ^Individuals, 
end Remodeling fenillei 



Extension 
hoc* 

economist 
specialists 



I t 700 were reached 
by workshops end 
meetings * 



State 
bousing 
specialist , 
Extension 
hone economist 



Meetings, 
workshops p 
ass i aedls, 
consul ts- 
tlons 



Consulting 
on en indlvl- 
dusl basis, 
meetings , 
dlsplsys 




Intended out* 
come for 
I ovens was 
en increased 
awareness 
JSi^energy 
r lsprovemcnts 
that csq be 
cost ef fsct- 
lve end com- 
mitment to 
nefce some 
energy con- 
serving " 
chsnges in 
home furnish' 
tags 



floualng Handbook, 



i: 
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EXHIBIT 2& . COOFEairfVE EXTENSION Soviet: 1979 ACTIVITIES MUTED TO THE £EL INITIATIVES W SELECTED STATES - ICftA (CcmciOiW^ 



THSU7ST/ 
INITIATIVE 



TH2DST 3 



Bucrltlcn 
Educe don 



■ 1 



ACTIVITY 



TARGE 



:et audience 



personnel 



KW5ER. REACH© 



3*pandcd Food . Fealliea on welfare, Extension 
and Nutrition Goveratent Food Staff, 
Prograa (EFKEP) Prograa. lev 
locose. youth 



Nutrition for v ^ incoa* and 

Lov locoaa and sarglnal re- 

Groups vith source » / 

Marginal ' 

Kasources 

{Non-EFNE?> 

4-H Food and * Youth. « 

Nucrlclon 

Prograa 



Interpreting 
Food tad * . 
Nutrition 
Information 



Ccotvc«r 



\ 



Nucrlclon 
Aids, • 
Nutrition 
'Specialists 



Ex c en* ton 
borne t * 
economises 



Extension 
staff 



Extension 

staff, 

Specialises 



2.346 families 



23,517 youths 



KETB0D 



MATERIALS USED 



In-servlc e Nu cr 1 c ion 
training packets, 
four work- 
shops, 
television. 

nevsleccers ' • 

Vegetable * Samples of k 

tasting food and 

parties, recipe*, 
workshops, 

deoonscra- * 

dons " , 

Ovarnight 
casp^oucs. ' 
workshops 

Health fairs. Deit reference 
food fairs. slide sec 
Nutrition leaflets were 

Kews releases* "developed 
radio programs, » 
presentee Ions 



SPECIAL 

cowents 



ERiC 
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EXHIBIT 28 . COOPERATIVE EXTXJJSIOfl SERVICE: 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE NEW INITIATIVES IN SELECTED STATES - I CM A (.continued) 



" THXDST/ 
INITIATIVE 



ACTIVITT ^TARCrj AUDIENCE . PERSONNEL NUMBER REACHED 



THRUST 3 
B 

Nutrition 
Education 



D 

Food* 
Safety 



D 

Food 
Safety 



i 



Child 
Nutrition 



*Veight 
control 



Parent*, child oartf Extension 

givers, da/ c«re» f Bocae Econ- 

elestcntary teachers, 'oeist Nutri- 

youth, adult tion Speclal- 

yolnnteer* Lit 

Toung, fiddle-aged Ex ten tion staff 
Men^ women, youth ^ 



^pod Pre- 
servation 



Food 
Safety 



Lov resource and 
minority clientele 
fapiUe* 



Fanllle* 



Extension 
personnel 
volunteers' 



Pood ajd 

Nutrition 

Specialists, 

Extension 

auff 



Very lsrge 



METHOD 



MATERIALS USED 



SPECIAL 
,COrMEOTS 



Reservations, 
Workshops 



Caaps, wcjrk* Information 

shopa, series packets, slide 

of meetings, sets . ^ 

newsletters, 

individual 

counseling, 

and £ralnlng 

of volunteer 

leaders 



Workshops, Posters* slides, 
-demonstrations jrvideotspes, 
end meetings, jackets 
pressure guege 
testing* home ♦ 
study course*, 

■«du - / 

Media, radio Food preserve- * 
tapes, checking (Ion handbook 
equipment for * 
safety , 



Extenalon 
"programs in 
weight con- 
trol have 
been suc- 
cessful by 
providing 
cooDon * exist 
advice atrf 
a plen for 
good eating 
vbi'ch la 
necessary 
for maintain- 
ing weight 
levels * 
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DCHlllT 28* COOPERATIVE EXT2KSKW SERVICEi lM<f ACTIVITIES RQATED TO THE^EW 



3 



\ THJUJST/ 
INITIATIVE 

5 



INITIATIVES IS SELECTED STATES - IOWA«(Continued) 



ACTIVIH 



TARGET AUDIENCE 



PERSONNEL 



numbers Reached 1 



METHOD MATERIALS USED 



THRO ST 4 Prenatal & Infant 
Car* Education 
t • s 



Pregnant wocen & 
spouse • 



A , Eduction for Patents Parents; , 
Parenting' of Pre-schoolers- & Individual* 
Skills * School-age chiiaren - 



Extant ion tiooe 
Economist; *Kedfcel 
Professionals 

Extension Boce 
Ecoo 



fff!""? 11 * ln "!lT. Vp **W«; children Extension Jiooe 

^ Econoftist 



action Prograa (PCI) 



Vouns Parent Project Teenage parents 



J 

'I 
Stress' 
Manage- 
ment 



Parsprofeeslonal; 
aides; Extension 
Hbae Economists 



Stress Msnagesent Paailiee; Individ- Hutan Oevelopsaent 



uale 



Special let; Home 
Economist 



Newsletter reached Classes; Parent packets 
2,1*2 families * Newsletters 



160 people attended Series of 

caape; newsletter neeti^gs; Day 

-reached 10,000 Cajcp for Moos 

. families; 'hone-study snd Tots; 

course reached 400 newsletters 
faailie* 



lea r » 

rents, 11 chil- Group discui 
parricipated a ions; roll 



10 parents 
dren 



60_p*cticipants 



SPECIAL COMMENTS 



discus- Videotapes;' 

guidesheets; ed- 
play; aeeting* ucational toys 



Direct jperson- Publications; 
t-o-person con- coanerclal nateri^ 
tact basis al , 



Mass nedia; 

newsletters; 

workshops 



The functioif of, PCI 
ia that it shows 
parents their impor- 
tance as "teachers 
of <heir children ' 

This prograa will 
have impact for 
many years on 60 
participants and 
their children 
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£ EXHIBIT 2% COOPERATIVE ECTESslo* SERVICE. * 197? ACTIVITIES REUTED TO THE NEtf jNItlATIVES IN SELECTED STATES 
V - ' « ARKANSAS - ' 

thrust/ > >**^/ 

. v witutive^ activity 

^ * ». • vT. 1 



1. 



THRUST 1 
A 



Management of 



1* 



Resource ** Family Aesotirce* 
Decisions-" eephafU attempt* 



TARGET AUDIENCE 



Families, 
Individuals 



.PERSONNEL 



■ « 

NUMBERS REACHED 
; — *r 



K2TH0D MATERIALS USED SHOAL COMMENTS 



Extension 
hone 

economist ft j 



Workshops 



visual handout 
luterials & 



Optimizing 
Income 



■ individuals sod 
^sallies to ' - 

utilize personal 
{ «cotkOMic situation* 
*W their best 
* Advantage * m ^ 

Textiles and Cloth- Parents, , 

Ing — the program* Extension Howev 

help families cope makers, 4-H ajbd 

with inflation end * o.ther'youth, 

greet emptptl* - handicapped! 

hee been pieced on elderly, at**- 

helping f*ei;ie» * general ' 

•eve mimey or epend audience^ 
tbeir* money more 
vltely vhen selecting* \ ■ 
and, caring foi" 

apparel end related ^ * 

textile Ittm^ 

*V 

,/ 



Stete clothing 5*241 aduXw 

> specialists, end youth 
v Extension hoae 
H ecbnotaftt " 



V, 



At 



Class held Educational^ 
In shopping ^material devej- 
' center malls, oped vere fell 
* evening feists- accessories 
eft, telephone suitcase, pro- 
system, vi« gram and five 
media - radio,, traveling kite 
nevepapere P * *(lth 4e»ons.tre- 
and television tlon samples of 
workshops, ^ fabrics „ 
special 

Interest meet** * 
tat*' *nd lead- 

▼retraining ^ • 

meeting* 

i * * 



Program* Include " 
ed'seiryig, classes * 
sevi&g mas^jR , t. 
clinics* and' re»- 
cy cling exlat- 
ing apparel 



- t 



lo'J * 




EXHIBIT 29. COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE. 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE HEW INITIATIVES IN SELECTED STATES - ARKANSAS (c&tWed) 



THWJST/ 
IK1TIAT1VP 



* must 1 



Qptlalxlng 
Idcobc 



ACTIVITY 



TARGET AUDIENCE 



PERSONNEL 



NUMBERS REACHED 



1890 really Bous- 
ing - cetch parti- 
cipants skill* 
and techniques 
la furniture 
ref lnishlng, 
upholstery,' 
drapery construct- 
ion, 

demonstration* 



panel lrg, 
"flx-Xt* 



Feel Ilea, 4-H 
aeabers 



' Extension* 

hoc* e^onoc^fts 



METHOD 



MATERIALS USED 



Short court- Upbolttery 
es, workshop* sultcsse k *llde 

deaonstrat- , presentation 

lone, exhl- * M 

bite, special \ flP 

4 Interest 

'netting* " 



SPfeCIAl COMENTS 



THRUST 2 



A Faally Housing 

Conservation the eaphesls 
greet Ice* vitb tble pro- 
grea hat been 
* on staking ex- 

isting houfes 
- eyre coafortj^ 

able end energy 
efficient, no.c 
" " — ~ ^bnlrvith the * 
- ■ structure, Its 

furnishings 
*.end equipment 
but eleo with " 
the habits 
and patterns ' 
+ of the faally 

aeabers within^ 
that hoae 



Hooeovnere, 

fsalllee, 

Individual* 



Specialists, 
Extension 
hone e cano- 
nist 



Very frrirge 




Short cours- 
es, workshops » 
Intensive 
trelnlng sess- 
ions fcr 
volunteer 
leaders, aedla, 
ale rows Ye 
cooking school, 
newsletter 
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EXHIBIT 29 COOPERATIVE EXTENSION SERVICE. 1979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE NEW INITIATIVES LN SELE CTED STATES - ARKANSAS Uoaticued; 

ACTIVITY TARCET AUDIENCE _» PERSOXm * . NUMBERS REACHED METHOD ' MATERIALISED 



THRUST/ 
INITIATIVE 



SPECIAL COMMEKTS 



THRUST 2 
E 

Energy 
Expenses 



Thrust 3 

Nutrition 
Education 



1S3 



Energy Conserve- 
tlon Hanageaenl 



Consusers In ell_ 
» socio- ecoooalc 
end reclel 
categories 



1890 Energy 

Conservation 

Kenegesent 



Food and* Nut ri- 
„ tloa - Program* 
■s ere planned to 
help families 
end Individ ue le 
, acquire the know- 
ledge,, skills, 
ettltudes end 
c henged behavior , 
neceetery to 
provide adequate 
diet 



Adults, 
teenagers 



Families, 
Individual* 



j 



/ : 



^ 



Extension home / Large 

econoe^sts,* 

speclfttsts 



«e^e% 



Energy Manage- 
ment Checklist , 
Reference 
Packets 



hoeS^ 



Extension u«r v 
economist 



Food end 
nutrition 
specialist*, 
'Extension hone 
economist * i 



Very large 



Hess 
energy fairs, 
tours ff energy 
essay contest , 
general meet- 
ings, special 
ln~depth seet- 
lngs for 
special eud- * 
lencee,> result 
demonstrations 



Special interest Energy Conserva- 
neetln^s, result tlcn Packets 
demoaatratlona , ■ 



Correspondence ' Self-study 
^courses, Folnt packets, 
of purchase posters - 
education* 
* leader trelnlngi 
special interest 
meetings, short 
courses , person- 
al conferences, 
suss »edla, 
exhibits, demon- 
stratlons 





The emphasis in 
the food end 
Nutrition pro- 
gram has been 
the relet iohshlp 
of food to health 
and ve^l being, 
including nutri- 
ent needs for 
various age 
groups vlthltt'thf 
'population; nan- 
sgemenc of 
family resources 
to acquire an y 
adequate diet; * 
and the safe 
storage and pre- 
servation of 



food at boo* 



/ 



13: 
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- nyillT 2a COOmATlh DCTENSION SERVICE. i979 ACTIVITIES RELATED TO THE NTH INITIATIVES*™ SELECTED STATES - A*£AXSA5 icontixkucd> 

TKXUST/ ' ' 

INITIATIVE ACT IV ITT TARGET AUDIENCE PERSONNEL NUMBERS REACHED JMETHOO MATERIALS USED SPECIAL COKHENTS 



THSODST i 



Nutrition 
Education 



y EPNEF*- Expanded 
Food and Nutrition 
Education Pro*ra* 
(adult phase and 
youth phase) 



Adults, youths Extension hoee 4,572 lie* 

econoaiat, pars* enrolled; 
professionals, 7,370 youth* 
food sod nutri- enrolled 
tion specialist*, 
volunteers 



Workshop* p 
short courses, 
special interest 
setting*, exhibits, 
demon* t ration, 
maas aedla, news- 
letter* 



THRUST 4 



Parenting 
Skills * 



1890 Easily 
Relations snd 
Biman^ Develop- m 
■ent '(parenting) 



Parent*, teen 
parent*, tingle 
parents 



Extension home 
economist p 
specialists 



Spsclsl interest 
meetings, ri^lo " 
programs, aevs- 
psper artlclei, 
seminars 



"18o 
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9 Exhibit 3(X Non-USDA, Non-Formal kdtj/ation Prog 
Stability and Security Jforust Area 
Magnitude (FY 7?) 



Agency 



rams Related^to New Initiatives in the Family ficQnooic 
by Agency, Program/Funding Authority* Content* Scope and" 



T 



program/Funding Authority 



Content 



repartment of 
Education 



Consumers* Education/Prog raw . 
Office' of Consumers'/ Education 
(Section 331-336 oi 
of the Elementary and Secondary 
Education Ac* of as 
amended by PL 95-/61.) 



187 





Scope and Magnitude 



^ Grant awards and contracts 
y for projects that are designed 
to bring consumers' education 
to diverse population groups. 

Grants to formal education 
Agencies*- public and private 
non-profit agencies. Example: 
Grant to Maine Public 5 Interest 
Research Group f of^S*. Consumers' 
Education Resource Center. t 
* * # 

Consumer Education Resource 
Network (CERH). 

— * 
Three-year cpntract to develop, 
a resource network for consume^ 
educators. Initial step toward 
providing community leaders,* 
educatprs and planners* and afr* 
tainistrators with a nationwide 

- service that will provide ac- 
cess to consumer education 
materials, ^teaching guides, and 
technical assistance. 

Consumers 1 Education Radio 
Public Service Announcements, 



Funding for FY 79: 
$3,601 million v 



Grants awarded to 57 proj- 
ects in 29 states and the 
District of Columbia. 



/ 



Expected to be in full op- 
eration at end of third 
year, with resources avail* 
able^on/irequest. Amount of 
contract $226,081. 



8,700 raditf stations through- 
out the U.S. will recieve 
36 taped messages which are 



Series of radjo public service 
announcements to make consumer/ 
citizens auare^of their identi- 
ties as consumers and understand expected to have a life of 
their roles as effective cdn- two or more years, 
sumers. (Some messages 'win tie * Amount of contract: $119,830. 
in Spanish) 1 . * 



Exhibit 31: Hon-USDA, Non-Formal Education Program* Related to NeSi Initiatives in the Energy and 
Environment Thrust Area by Agency/ Program/Funding Authority, Content, Scope and 
Magnitude (FY 80)j 



Agency 



A. Prog rags Pin 



e^tly 



Program/Funding Authority 



Content 



Scope and Magnitude 



\ 

Department of Housing 
and Urban Development 
(In cooperation with 
the Department of 
Energy) 



Related to the Hew Initiatives 
-t 



Solar Heating and Cooling Demon- 
stration Program, National Solar 
Heating and Cooling Information 
Center 

(operated by the Franklin Research 
Center) 

Solar Heating and Cooling Act*of 
1974 '(PL 93-409) 



Provides information, speakers 
and exhibits on such topics 
as location pi solar homes, 
technical and .marketing , 
reports. Maintains Solar 
Heating and Cooling Informa- 
tion Data Bank: 



0#fletts and disseminates 
information worldwide. 
Funding for FY 80: 
$10,00p,000 (est.) 



Department of 
tnergy 



' Energy Extension* Service Program- 
National Energy Extension Service 
Xct of 19/7 (Title V of 

, P.L. 95-39). 



Personalized information 
and technical assistance 
to small-scale energy users 
on energy conservation and 1 
the use of renewable and 
less scarce resources -is 
'provided by states. 



National federal/state 
partnership. Funding of 
$25-million for FY 80. 



Department of 
Energy 



Regional Solar Energy Centers 



Activities include lnftffea- 
tlon %iltreach, .coneumcrSfl^ 
protection, support &f 
training activities and 
legislative development, 
and market analyses and * 
assessments of labor and 
resource availability* 
Directed "toward near- 
term commercialization 
of solar. * 



Region - specific 
solar energy/ assistance 
(4 centers) • 

V 
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i— Exhibit 3l(con£). Non-USDA,. Non-Formal Education ProgramaRelated to Jlew Initiatives in the Energy and 
oo Environment Thrust Area by Agency, Program/Funding Authority, Content, Scope and 

Magnitude (FY 80) - , * 



Agency 



/ 



Program/ Funding Authority 



Content 



Scope and Magnitude 



Department of 
Energy * » 



4 1 



Department of 
bnergy 



Department of 
Energy 



Appliance Label Consumer Education 
Program - Office of Buildings 
and Community Systems. Conserva- 
tion^ and Solar Applications ^/X 



DrlveV Awareness Program - 
Office of Transportation 
Programs, Conservation and' 
Solar Energy 



New Car Fuel Economy Information 
Program - Office of Transportation 
Programs, Conservation and Solar 
Energy. 



A complete consumer education 
pr?Dgxam with the goal of 
providing consumers at the 
local level with publications , 
brochures, displays, exhibits , 
and educational material on / 
energy-efficient appliances, , 



Program utilizes Driver Fuel 
Economy Workshops to inform 
motorists how to gav^ money 
and fuel, and to train 
workshop leaders, C 

* * 
Program disseminates fuel 
economy information to 
consumers via new car 
dealers and radio and 
TV announcements. * 



National in scope. 
FY 80 funding: . 
9900,000/' 



Funding of $600,000 
(est. J for JFY 80. m 
Ayallable in selected 
^ites across the U.S. 

Prints and distributes 
17 alllion cop\fs of 
Gaa Hileage Cuipe each 
year. Funding for FY 80: 
$1,140, 0U0. 



]>epartuent of 
fcnergy 



< 191 



Faculty Development Program - 
Education Division, Consumer 
Affairs' 



\ 



Provides technical Informa- 
tion about the scientific 
and technological aspects 
of tlje energy problem to be 
lncorp6rated into classroom 
teaching. 



Approximately luO workshops 
annually for* teachers at all 
levels. Fundlnf of 
$1,400,000 (est.) in FY 80. 



122 




Exhibit3i;cont.Js Kon-USDA, K£n-Pormal Education Programs Related/to New Initiatives in the Energy and 
'Environment Thrust Area by Agency, Prpgr am/ Pudding Authority , Content, Scope and* 
Magnitude {FY SO) < - - * 7 



Agency, 



•Program/Funding Authority 



Content 



Scope and Magnitude 



Department \ 
Energy . , 



Community Services 
•Administration - 



\ 7 

Materials Development Program 
Education Division, Office of 
Consumer Affairs 



\ 




National Center, for Appropriate 
Technology - / 

„ * ' 



Department of flouring 
an^ Urban Development 



Energy Conservation Program * 
Office $i Neighborhoods, 
Voluntary Associations and 
Consumer .Protection. 



* Department of Housing 
and UrCan Development 



lousing Counseling P tor ran 



Office of Neighborhoods, 
Voluntary 'Associations 



Staff develops energy educa- 
tion materials in the form 
of lesson plans, fact sheets, 
energy* education newsletter 

Results of housing-oriented 
research and other informa- 
tion are provided to "the 
public at- nominal— cost . 



* » 
Provides general consumer 
information focusing 
primarily on in-horfe 

'conservation efforts. 
Administers a nationwide 
'y cQunseling program for * 
hottfe Jmyars, owners, and 
tenants - Disseminates 

* consume> Information' 

* through, perianal con tact . 
and provisi^t Of materials. 

Grant program <?o -housing 
counseling agencies to train 
*flUD housing counselors in * 
energy conservation* Works' 
In tandem .with Energy 
^ Conservation/ Program , 



Approximately ,40 publications' 
available, over 2 million 
publications distributed on 
request. Funded at 
$500,000 (est.) for FY SO. 

Information available nation- 
wide, but funding for the 
Center is limited* 

A ■ ■ — 



— r 

Nationwide, through the 
agency. 



FunSed at $10 million annually 
from FY HI. # 



i 



1> * l * 



*" .Exhibit j2 : Hon-USDA, Non-Fo.raal Education Pfograw Related to Hew Initiatives in Food, Hutrition, 4nd 
Health by Agency, Program/Funding Authority, Contend Scp£e and Magnitude '<FY 80)' 



Agency „ 



Program/Funding Authority 



Content 



Scope and Magnitude 



Department of .Health 
anj} Human Services 



Pr\ 



od Additives ^Consumer Education 
ogram.' Public Heal th^Servjce, 



Food an^. Drug* Administration 



Department of Health 
and- Human Services 



Foods for 



1th - Public 
National 



Health Sery 
Institutes/of Health; 
National Jieart, Lung and 
Blood Institute 





Materials produced by the 
agency's Office of Public 
Affairs 1 provide inf ornattair 
on why food additives are 
used and FDA regulations 
concerning them. Includes 
written materials and 
slide show. Part of the 
*v outreach program of Con-* 
sumer Affairs Offices that 
.may take the form- of work- 
shops, radlo-^V broadcasts, 
speeches, etc. 

Original pilot project was 
- developed 4a 1978-79 in 
cooperation wl^ft Ciant 
Food ,* inc. 'Program featured' 
nutrition information 4n the 
form of .booklets. (Waters , 
Almanac ) t shelf labels and 
store signs .that is made m 
available to food shoppers. 



• r 



ft 



Available nationwide 
through 55, FDA Consumer* 
Affairs Offices in .the 
field. Materials also ^ 
may be ordered by individual 
consumers from the ^agency... 
Some publications available 
in large type or Spanish < 



Original project involved. 
-90 Giant supermarkets in 
Washington, DpC., Virginia, 
* % and Maryland. I Materials 
\ developed by HHLBI will be 
^available to* oAier organiza- 
tion v*rotin<f the country 
for;- production 'and disCribu*-. 
tio'n* . 



* t 



. J Of* 

X Kj K l 



'J 



a y 



V 



^ ^ fctMbit 3 2(a#it*>» 2ta-ttS#A, Jten^Fbrmal Education Programs £ela 
; -* .>/ * * health by Agency, Program/Funding Authority, 



Related to Hew Initiatives_in Food, Nutrition, and 
Content, Scope. and Magnitude (FY SO) 



Agency 



ft£ram/Fundlng* Authority 



Content 



Scope and Magnitude 



Department of Health Nutrition/ Food Labeling Consuaer" Materials produtc4 by the 
and *Homa if Services ^ ' Education Program . Public Health agency's OffcLce of Public - 

'-Seryice, Food and Drug Administra- Affairs provide information 



tion 



Department of Health 
and Human Services 



Food. Facts and Fads . Public 
Health Service, Food and 
Drug Administration « 



on nutrition labeling and 
proposed labeling changes 
In 'the future. Includes 
reprints from FDA Consuaer . 
I brochures, slide show, and* • 
flln. Part of the outreach 
program of Consigner Affairs 
Offices that. "may take form 
of workshops, radio-TV % 
broadcasts,* speeches, 
etc. 



TiatAials .produced^ by tfe 
agency's Office o£ Public 
Affairs provide Informa- 
tion* on the hazards of 
food fadlsm, fajis related" 
•to vitamins and minerals.* 
Includes reprirtVp from* 
yA Consumer * -£iW Part ( 
of the outreach* ^rogrgti . 
of "Consumer Affairs 6rf icei 
that may take the form^of 
workshops, radio-TV broadV/ 
casts, speeches, etc. 



Available nationwide through 
55 FDA Consumer Affairs 
Offices In the field. 
Materials may a^sp^be ordered 
b/ b individual consumers 
from the agency .' % Some 
publications -available in 
large type or Spanish, 

\ 
t 



Available nationwide through ^ 
55 FDA Consumer Affairs 
Offices in the field. 
Materials may also be 
ordered from the agency- 
Some publications available 
In large type or* Spanish, 



A 
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Exhibit J3. Hon -US DA, No rr- Formal Education Program^ fcelated to New Initiatives in Family Strengths and \ \ 

Social Environment by Agency, Program/Funding Authority* <5onjtent. Scope and Magnitude (FY 8ty. % \ • 



Agency 



Program/ Funding Authority 



Content 



Scope and Magnitude 



A. Programs Directly Related Co the- New Initiatives 



Department of 
Education 



Footsteps - Division of 
Educational Technology by 
contract with Applied 
Management Sciences/ 
University of Maryland 



Series of 30 half -hour 
television, psychodramas. 
.that explore "everyday 
situations and problems, 
confronting prospective* 
parents and parents of very 
young children." 



Shown on* over 96Z of*f>BS 
stations an&xrh at least 
three commercial stations 
where PBS coverage has-/ 
been refused or is unavailable. 
Estimated to have reached' 
an audience of two million. 
Total contract: $4*1, million ^ 



department of 
Health and Human 
Services ^ 



Exploring Parenting - Head 
Start Bureau, Office of 
Child Developments Admini- 
stration for Children, 
Youth, and Families by 
contract with Roy Lit tie John 
Associates^--' ^ - 



Contractor has developed v 
written materials that arc 
available through Head Stafrf 
programs, and has trained * 
approximately 150 leaders 
who present materials .on 
parenthood In 20, two-hour 
discussion sessions* 



Available to patents who m 
are part of Head 1 Start 
-programs. # Currently between 
200 and 300 of the Head Start 
grantees areuslng the progran. 
Resp6nslblli(:y for Implementing 
the program was delegated to 
HHSyjrogionsl offices In 
August 1978., Total contract 
for development and trainings 
$393.00,0. , . 




Department of 
Health and Human 
Sfejrvlccs 



19 




Mother - Child Home Program - 
Public Health Service. Alcohol. 
Drug Abuse and Mental Health 
.Administration. National 
Institute on Mental 'Health 



Program designed to show 
low- Income parents how to 
guide their toddlers' 
development* ^' » /* 



Original pilot program (1965) 
was grant to The Family \ 
SeryJ.ee Association of 
Nassau County H N.Y. and the 
.State Unlvcrsfc/ of New, York 
• at Stony Brook* Program 
.^materials now avaXJaWe, " - 
nationwide from the agency' for 
use by, local community ' 
. organizations. , 



'MO* 



.20 



ethibit 3J (cont.>. Hon-USpA, Non-FoYmal Education Programs Rilated to Hev Initiatives Jn Fully Strengths and-* 
Social Environment by Agency, Program/Funding Authoxl'ty, Content, Scope and Magnitude (FY 80) 



a 'Agency 



Program/Funding Authority 



Department of Caring -About Kids - public Health 

Health and Human Service, Alcohol, Drug' Abuse and 

Services . Mental Health Administration, 

. National Institute on Mental 

Health - . 



Content 



Series of fliers developed 
by NIMH staff to help 
parents care'for their 
children and foster good 
mental, health- , 



Scope apd Magnitude 



Available nationwide 
through the agency or 
the U.S. Government 
Printing Office. 



Department 
^alth and 
Services 



of 

Human 



Department 
llttalth ant}, 
Services 



> 

* ■ • 

.\ * 

\ 

of 

Human 



Parenting for Foster Parents - 
The Children's Bureau; Office 
of Child Development, Admini- 
stration for Children, Youth 
and Families, by contract with 
the Child Welfare ,Uaguc of 
America and the Education 
Development Center 1 



The Children's Bureau, Off^co 
of Child, Development, Administra- 
tion for Children, Youth and 
Families * • \ \ 



Contractors developed three 
.curricula for foster - parents 
that include workbooks, films 
and leaders guides; contract- 
ors also train people from 
Social Services agencies 
or voluntary organizations * 
to conduct the sessions. 



Numerous pamphlets prepared 
by staff tb educate parents 
on^different aspects of 
parenting/ (e^g. "Infant 
Care, ""Your Child from 1 tq 
6," "An Adolescent Iq Your 
Home," etc.) 



Complete set of materials 
distributed to state agencies 
First course available -in 
1977; second in 197$; 
third, in 1979. Utiliza- 
tion figures 'will not be 
available until the project 
is'completed. Ttftal 
contract: $K*5 million; 



Available nationwide through 
the Agency or the U.S. 
Government Printing Office. 



Department 

Hca&h and 
Services 



of 

Human 



m Kational Center on Child Abuse 
and Neglect; Administration for 
Children, YoutJf and Families, 
Ojfficc of.Uuman Development \ 
Services 



Pamphlets prepared by the 
agency that describe 
various federal, state and * 
private agencies which provide 
services for abused and ✓ 
'neglected children and their 
families in the 10. HEW Regions- 



Available nationwide through- 
the agency and Regional 
offices. 



* * i m s 

Exhibit (cont.):Non-USDA, Non-Pontal Education Programs Related to New Initiatives in Paaily Strengths and 

Social Environment by Agency, -Program/Funding Authority, Content, Scope and Magnitude*(FY 80j 



Agency 



Program/Funding^ Authority 



Content * 



Scope and Magnitude 



e. 



Department of 
Health and Human 
Services 



The Power of Positive 
Parenting : A Course for 
Parents of Young Children - 
National Institute on Alcohol 
Abuse and Alcoholism, Alcohol, 
Drug Abuse and -Mental Health 
Administration, Public* "Health 
Service 



An eight-session course; 
designed to teach parents of 
ybung children that dtinkiftg 
involves decisions and 'that family 
attitudes towards alcohol 
influence children. Includes 
discussion guides, handouts, 
films and visual materials. 



Available nationwide 
through ^the agency* 



Department of 
Health, and Human 
Services 



' / 

Education for Parenthood; - 
Children's Bureau, Administra- 
tion for Children, Youth and * 
Pa«nt£S, Office of Human 
Development, in cooperation 
with the Office of Education 



aunched in* 1972 as program to 
improve the competence of teenage 
; boys and girlfe as prospective 
'* parents* - The program, is now - 
also being used 6y adults. 
Includes boqks, slides, films, 
• curricula, etc*. , ■ 



bxhiblc^ t . Non-U5DA f |^- Formal Education Programs Related t<he New Inlti-atives^ty ^rl 
Function and Audience . 



• Program - • Si ' *2 ^ 3 

; * ) - / 

4 JAMILV ECONOMIC STABILITY 



Primary 'Function and Audience 



1. Consumers' Education Program, # X N 4 
Department of Education 1 • 



t 



ENKRfiY AMP mviROflHENT * - 

^ • • • " ■ * 

Solar ilgating and Cooling ; ^ , x,4 " - r x t 4 

? ' Demonstration Profcraa »• ' ■ * 0 

Jtej^rtment of Housing ari3 *7 . , •> 1 

Urban Development ,"' * 3 » . \ * 

. • ; x ' 

• Energy Extension Service Program , % • . * X t 4 ? ^ • 

P , Department of Energy, ^ • * - % .§ 

' 3. Regional jolaiTErfeirgfc Centers . * '£,4 * • , m 



Department of "Energ) 



Appliance LabeT Coiysuaer ^Education * - X,4 

* Program , Department of Energy* • 

5- Driver Awareness Program , • * " x 4 

Department o$^nergy •»« 1 ' 



' 1 6* New Car Fuel Economy Information • < * * X,4 * 



* 



New ur mei Economy Intormat 
Program, Department of E^frgy 



p ■ i , 

/. Faculty Development Program , * K x, I 

Departaeof of Energy % * % * 

ft M ■ * 

o< Materials Development Program s , ' » m ¥ X*l,4 

Department of Energy ^ *• 

9** National Center tor Appropriate ' * * X,4 

Technology . Community Services * * •* 

Administration 1 * A 



■ 4 
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Exhibit 34 (cont,) Non^ISDA, Non-Formal Education Programs delated tq the ,New t Initiatives by Primary 

Function and Audience . - 



Primary Function and Audience 



Program 



1 3 7* 



ENERGY AND EHVIRONMEHT ^(contQ • 

10, / Energy Conservation Program / A> X,4 , ' X,4 

* Department of Housing and Urban ' 

Development * - - . - 

• " w * % * 

11. Housing Counseling Program, ■ ^ - X,l 

* Department of Housing pnd Urban 1 * *s 
Development * * ^ \ v 

.FjttD, NUTRITION - AND HEALTH , * . * . 

. - * n " 

1, '' Food Additives ^Consumer , * .X,4 

, ^ Education .Program, . • a ^ 

♦Public Health Service', w / - . 

Department of Health and * , 

Human Services- ' ■** * 

2. Foods for llfealtfi ; . Public Health „ ^ X,A % ' 
Service, Department of Health 
and Human Services 



K 



3.. Nutrition/Food Labeling Consumer v if X*,i^ 

Education Program - Public Health . % * V 

Stervi ce* D epartment of Health 

and J Jfcj^cvices V ^ * * 

4^ F^od':ySfftf and Fads - Public. 

Health Service; Department of 
\ / Health and' Human Services' y * 

v. ^. 



■M 



txhibit 34 (cont.) v Non-USDA, Non-Formal Education Programs Related to the New Initiatives by Primary 
* Function' and Audience 



, Program / 



Primary Function and Audience 



FAMILY STRENGTHS ^D^OCIAL ENVIRONMENT • * " % *: 

1. Footsteps | Department of Education * N X,4 

* • 

2. Exploring Tarentftig , . Head Start X,2 , X,2 
Bureau, -Department'of Health and 



Huixa^ Services ^ . * * ^ 

3. Mother-dhild Home Program , Public " X,2 X f 2 

* Health. Service, Department of . 
+\ Health and ,Huraan Services- 

[fit Caring Abou^Kids , National Institute ' X,4 - 

on Mental. Health} Department o,f 
Health atfd Hi^pan Services 

5. Parenting for Fost'er:Parents > ^ 1 X,5 .'X f 5 

1 The Children's Bureau, Department • • ■ % 



* ♦ 



of Hcaltb?an4 Human Services 

6, Children's BureB^ Department of X f 4 
Health andr JIumari* Services # _ 

7. National* Center onVcfrild Abuse and X,4 
"' Neglect , DepartmentloE/ltealth and * „ 

Hqpan^etvice8 % * - 

8> The Bkwefr of Positive Parenting . ' . X f 4 X *\ * , * 

Departo«A^ ofv Health and Human 
- Services • , • - 

9„ >Educatlon for^Parenthood . Department^ X,4 
'of Health and Human Services * J > * 



E^20-& ' • . '. =200 



APPENDIX C: PROCESS x OVERVIEW — SEQUENCE 
t ,A&) TIMETABLE s . " * 



February 1979 * 



fcirch - Jund. 1979 

> 

April 11-12 r 1979 

May 1, 1979 

July {2, 1979 *- . 

August 197^\ 



Activity suggested t;o SEA Director by Chairman -of 
ESCOP Subcommittee on Home Economics and accepted 
by *SEA. Joint Planning and Evaluation-. (JPE) staff, 
SEA, given responsibility for l£adetship*of „ 1 
f implementation, - r " . % 

Conaultation held by SEA-JPE with ESC(Sp and ECOP 
Subcommittees on Home Economics and the Home' • 
Economics Commission (NASULGC) regarding objectives 
of activity apd membership of Steering Committee, 

Joint CounciLon Food and Agricultural Sciences and 
its Executive' Committee briefed by SEA-JPE and p 
comments obtained, > 

Users Advisory Board briefed by SEA-JPE and comments 
.obtained. ■ 

- Fol'lowup briefing of Joint Council Executive 
Committee by SEA-JPE. - 

Steering Committee established by SEA for the 
New Initiatives activity. ^E^rller studies and 
reports compiled and reviewed by SEA Staffs. 1 



September 25-26, 197.9 First meeting, of Steering , Committee held; Chairman 

and recording secretary elected. Process decided on 
for developing proposed initiatives. Earlier studies 
* # and reports reviewed; issue's identified; topics for ^ 
. program thrusts agreed -on. 



November ?8, 1979 



December 1079 - 
January 1980 ' 



1 



Jaiuiary 23, 1980 



Second meeting of Steering Committee «held ; Issues 
discussed; preliminary plan for regional meetings 
approved. • * * 

Preliminary draft developed by SEA Staffs of proposed 
initiatives, justification, and implementation issues, 
-Plannlffg committees for' regional meetings established 
* by Steering Committee chairman*^ Detailed guidelines 
developed by SEA-JPE snd .Steering CommifctQe represen- 
tative for assessment of proposed ittllrUti^eb *i^he 
. Regional meetings. . § ? K * ^^^"^ 

* y m 

i Third meeting of Steering Comalt^ee heid: Plans for . 
*• regional ^6etings approved, Including categories of r 
~ t parti,c±p^«tt^ to hjk Invited. Jta;a£t of initiatives w 
a^Sfcoved with modifications. ^ 



vJ"*^-s T 



ERLC 



^Work group, consisted of SEA members of Storing Committee and^otfrer, $%A 
contributors, listed in appendix D. It was chaired by SEA-JPE representative* 



■» ■■/ ' >' * if 



February - April 1980 

» 



Harch - April 1980 

Jiay 1980'' 
May 27-28, 1980 



June 1980 



\JFuly - August 1980 

September - 

October^ 1980 

; 

January 1981 

' *■ . 

1981- . 



Lists of participants to be invited developed by 
planning committees for regional meetings with 
assistance of Steering Committee members. Draft 
of initiatives mailed: <*) to regional meeting ^ v 
participants (in advance of meetings) , and (b) to 
'others unable to attend (with assessment forms to 
be returned by mail). 

Four regional meetings held. Group and individual 
assessments obtained on draft initiatives, including 
suggested additions,, deletions, tfr modifications. * 
Other individual assessments received by mail. 

Comments and suggestions reviewed and synthesized 
by SEA Staffs. 

Fourth meeting of Steering Committee; Results of 
regional meetings and mail-in assessments reviewed 
4nd draft of initiatives modified, Format and 
outline for inventory of existing programs approved." 
Format and content discussed for recommendations 
J£or implementation of initiatives. 

Revised draft of Initiatives approved (by mail) by 
Steering Committee. Format for implementation plans 
ciliated to Steering Committee *nd ^approved.' 

Draft of inventory, implementation plans and 
recommendations prepared by SEA Staffs. Draft 
cbmmented oh and approved by Stee'ring Committee 
(by mail).- , Final report assembled by SEA Staffs. 

Review atad % re commendation of Userd Advisory Board 

and Joint Council. * 

• * * 

■ Ration of report, 

Planning begun for implementation^! initiatives. 

' % " )¥ * 



\ 
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• APPENDIX D: , JffiMBERSHlP DP STEERING 
*-j ,--CCtJMITTEE, ADVISORS,' AND CONTRIBUTORS 



STEERING -COMMITTEE 



- . NAME <: 

Marjorie Raskin 
Chairtiarf 



France^'H. Magrabi 
Recording Secretary 



Katherine Burg urn 
(alternate to 
Alberts Hill) 

Bloise Carter 



Jane Coulter 



Elizabeth Davis 



Alexander Doberea^ 



Glenn Hardy 



ERIC \ 



ORGANIZATION 

National Council of 
'Administrators of 
Home" Economics 



Joint Planning and 

Evaluation 
^Science and Education 

Administration 



American Home Economic^ 
Association 



1890 Land brant 
Institutions < 



Higher Education 
Science and Education 
Administration , 



Cooperative Research 
*f Science and Education 
Administration 



Experiment Station Committee 
on Organization and /Policy, 
Home Economics Subcommittee 



Resident Instruction Committee 
on Organization and Policy 



ADDRESS 
Deap 

Nesbitt College 
Orexel University 
Philadelphia," PA 19104 

' Group Reader 

Families and Consumers' 
f Pfogranr Planning Staff 
^Room 9, Building 005^ BARC-W 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
beltsvit^e, M0\0705 v - 
» 

1 Second Street, South 
Apt. 3-406 
ttjrgo, ND 58103 

i 

Associate Professor and Head 

of' Department 
Department o£ Home Economics . 
Tuskegee Institute - 
Room 203, Washington Hall \ 
. Tuskegee Institute, AL 36088 ' * 

Deputy Assistant Director 
Higher Education 
Room 428V, Administration Building 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, DC 20250 ' 

* 

Assistant Deputy Administrator 
Human Nutrition, Food and 

Social* Sciences * • ' , 
Room 640%, South Building 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, DC 20250 

Dean \ 
College of Human Resources 
University of Delaware - 
101 Alison Hall • 
Newark, DE 19711 

Dean 

College of Agriculture jand 

Home Economics 
University of Arkansas . , 
Agriculture Building *205 
Fayatteville, AR 72701 



212 



NAME 



ORGANIZATION 



-ADDRESS 



Alberta Hill 



American Home Economics 
Association ■ 



* *Dean 

' J College -of Home Economics^ 
,m ' * Washington £t£te University 
Pullman, WA 99164 



Myron Johns md 



Rodney Leonard 



Luise Light 



Opal Mann 



Eula Masingale 



Helen McHugh 



Ava Rodger s^ 
(alternate to - 
Opal Mann) ■ 



Thomas Ronningen 



Extension Committee on ■ ■ 
Organization and Policy* 



Community Nutrition 
Institute 



Human Nutrition 
Science and Education 
Administration . 



Extension 

Science and Education 
' "Administration 



National Association o£ * *- 
State Universities and 
Land-MJrant Colleges, 
Home Economics Commission 

Association of Administrators 
of Home Bcoridflfics 



Director 1 * ' 

North Dakota State University 
Morrill Hall 
Fargo, ND 5810* 

Executive pirectotf 
Community Nutrition Institute 
1146 19th Street; N.W. 
Washington, DtC. 2J3036 

.' ' * 
Head > 

Dietary Guidance and Nutrition. 

Infortnatix>n Staff ^ 
Room; 6022, South Building * 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C. 20250 > . 

Deputy Administrator* J 
Family Education • ./ 
__Room.5407,. Sputh, Building; , 
U.S. Department: oF Agriculture 
Washington, 20250 



> 



Extension 

Science and Education, 
- Administration 



State Agricultural 
Experiment, Station 
Directors 



.ERIC 
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Dean ■ # ' ^ 
College^f Home- Economic* 
Southern University^ 
Baton Rouge, &A 7,0813 s 

Dean * 

.College of Hoke Economics 
Colorado Stat£ University 
104 Gifford Buildings . 
Fort Collins, CO 805?3 * - 



Assistant Deputy Administrator 
Family Education . 
Room 5407, South ,Buildit^ - ^ 
U.S. Department of Agriculture s 
Washington, D.C. ' I • 

Director at Large ■ 

Northeastern Region • 

Agnicultural Experiment Stations 
University of )iaryland 

1326 3ymons Hall * 

College Park, MD 20742 , ' 

141 - 



;* * NAME • 

; ~ ^ < f 

Roberta Sward 



. {Catherine Tippett 



■ ORGANIZATION V • 

. • . * 
Ex tension. Committee on. 
Organizations and Policy 
--Home Economics Subcommittee 

Ag^fcattural^e search 1 
S tie nee artfi Education 
AdministratdojW * 



ADDRESS* 



Jane Vo^chick- 



• ♦ 



Extension y/ 
r ^ Science •and Education. 
^ ^Administration <y " 



AbVISORS 
Aibert Gifablc* 



V. # 



Assistant' Director 

Rome Economics < * 

University of Nebraska 

2lb AG* Hall % 

Lincoln, NE 68583 

■ . ' 

Acting Group Header 
Family Economic Research Group 
Room ^39, Center building 1 * 
l/Ts. Department of, Agriculture 
Hyattsville, MD 20782* 

v ■ , • - 

* 'Acting Deputy Administrator 

for Food and Nutrition < 
Room 5402, South Building 

• U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C. 20250 



Joint Planning^nd v. 

Evaluation, # % 
Science ^and^Edtjcatioft" 

Administratis 



f3toom 102, Building 005, BARC-W 
U. S\ <l)epalftment of Agriculture 
f Beltsville, MD 20705 * 



Associate Chief 
Program Planning Staff # 



Nancy Harries-Belck j> , Core Group * ** m . tfeaii 

/ Congressionaliy Mandate*^; , t »I College of Home Economics * 

. Extension ^vai^^tio4/ 4 ' University of Tennessee-** . 

' . V*, % >„. . V* ^ 5 ;J^ifit, TN 37916 

s Betty Hawthorne, * ExjperlmenV^^^fA Committee* ' " Dean , • 

0n <*8 an i zat i<*a Policy School of Home Economics 
^ Economics Subrf^tt^ee ^ Oregon State Uriiyersity. 

"v-*'^j' <f ' " ^ Corv«Uis, OR 97331 

«Larily?i Purdie , » IfetensidJO Commifet;edr;on " ' v Statfe Leaf er, Home Economics 

, . : ' *; ' . % H * it($z*Mz*t^ Program 

' 4 r . ' - 9^ Bconbmitis SV^oflpii^e;. % E^teHaiott A^imij^stration 

^^Mississippi Sttfte University 
P.O. Box' 5406 

Mississippi State, MS 397.62 



Phyllis E. tfordeh 

^ • *■* • 



_*Natiotxai; Association r % . Ptfp^rifa Leader 
;^ftate Uni^ejtsittbfl 'ind;^:^ ^ Fa^^Ly giving 
L^^HJtint?, Col-leges, / ' : ^ ' * \ ^loxfado Stat 



e University 



^^.EcoijtopiCT* Commission ^ort Collins, CO 80523^'' 

^i^ ^:-- ;vv- ;>- : :V^...». . 



CONTRIBUTORS 

NAME % ORGANIZATION 



Georglanne Bake* 



*Ron Da'ly 



Robyn Frank 



Louise Gentry 



Collen Hefferan 



Leonard L. Jansen 
- Josephine Lawyer 

* r * • 

* - 

Nancy Leldenfrost 

Frances Mancini 
Elaine McLaughlin 



V • 

Program Planning Staff 
m Science and Education • 
Administration 

* Extension 

Scleric& and Education 7 • * 
Administration ' 

Technical Information ^Syst^ms 
Science and Education 
Administration''' >- 

* .. 

v. 

Program Coordinator .assigned' 
by Cooperative Research to 
SEA* Program Planning Staff * , 
# Decejnber 19^9. to May 1980 > - 

■ m # ■ 



Agricultural Research • % 
Science 'and Education 
Administration ;' * 



Technical Information 
Science and Education 
Administration 



Extension 

Science and 'Education 
Administration 

Extension ' 
Science and Educatioti 
Administration 



Nesblit College 



Technical Information -Systems 
Science and Education 
Administration 



ADDRESS / 

♦ 

\ Rosin 10, JSuilding 005 

U.Sl Depattment^of Agriculture 
BAJIC-West , 
. Beltsville, MD. 20705 

Ra6m 5034/ South Building 

* tt.S. Department of Agriculture, 

* Washington, D.C. 2p250, 

Food and Nutrition^ Information 
^Center 

* ftoom 304, -UAL" Bulldfng 
-Beltsville, MD 20705 

Professor * * 

* College of- Human Development 

, Pennsylvania State University 
Catherine Beecher House 
^University Park* PA 168Q2 

' Family Economic Research Croup 
'Rgom 3,39, -Center Building 1^*> 
U.S. .Department of -Agriculture 
'Hyattstfille, HD 20782 ~* . ^ 

Program Planning Staff ^ 
Room, 12, Building 005 
BARC-Hest , - ,< 

^ BeltsvI'll^ .MD 2J&705 " * 

Rood 5413, sVutlifctaldig 
U.S. Department o| v Agriculture 
•Wasfiington, BU£. 20250'^ 

Room 5406, Soy^h Building 
Un§^ Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D;<?« 20250 



Vv 



DrexfA University ^ 
Philadelphia, PAJ9104 . . • 

Food ariil'Nutr^oTi "^formation 
* * Center ' £^ / , 

Room 304& NAfc ^ildtttt^ 
Beltsvil&, 20705V 



4 



NAME 

Barbara Osgood 



ORGANIZATION 



ADDRESS 



Glenda Pif er 

Linda £ iker 
Jeanne Pri ester 

T Veldi RanHiny 

* / * 

Marilyn poes Ruff in 

■r 

Pat/fei'a Swan > 



Progyam Coordinator assigned Research Associate^ 
by Cooperative Research to SEA , department o'f Consumer Economics 



Prcfgram Planning Staff 
Juhe 1980. to September 1980 



Extension 

Science and Education 
" Administration 

Hesbitt College 



V* 



Unglesbee 



Extension 

Science and Education 
Administration* " 

Extension 

Science and Education 
Administration- 

\ 

,Agriqpltutal Research 
Sci^nde and Education 
• _JAatoini«tratiop*' " 

^tojtn Nutrition* 
. , $ixen<?e and Education 

Adminls tr a titm 

i ft , 
. .* * .» * * 



Current Research Ipf ormation 
System * ^ J " 
** Sclenci arft Education 
AiminiBtrat£ort v 



and .Hou&ing- * 
Collegerof Humao Ecology . */V. 
Cdtncll University 
Ithaca, NeW Yorlc 14853 

JRoom 6813, South Building 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C. 20250 ^ * 

Dfexel University m * * 

Philadelphia* PA 19104 

• * • » 

Soon* 5411; South Building 
U.S., Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C. 20250 

Ropm 5412, South building . 
U't'S. Department of Agriculture 
Washington, D.C. 20250 >r 

Family Economic Research Group 
Room 341, Center Building 1 < 
U*S. Department of AgricultiS^ 
Hyat tsville , . MD .20782 <g * x 0 i 

Joint Planning'-^nd Evaluation" 

Staff - * , 
U.S. Department of Agriculture" 
BARC-tfest v * 
*Bcltsville, MD 20705 * 

5th Floor, NAL. Buildisg" 
Bel tsville, MD 20705'*' i« 



o 
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APPEHDIX E: REGIONAL MEEtfNGS * . 



ft 



v 9 



* PLANNING COMMITTEES BY; 



puREGION*, 



NORTH CENTRAL; St. Louis » MO. King's Inn t Match 21 4*- 1980 
TOcal Planning Committee " * Position 



Bea Litherland, Chairaaq\and 
^ Program Participant^/ 

' Norma Bobbitt ^ 
i ^ aiso Program Participant 

Roberta E. Sward » . / 

$lso Program Participant 



Other Program Participants 
Beryl- Lypan * 

France $f Magrabi 

* > * 

Hamilton I. McCubbin * 

* *«*■ 

0ama C« Wilms 



Dean^ College of Home Economics 
University of Missouri 

Assistant Dean, College "<3£ Human 
Ecology . v 

\ Michigan State Univ«sity 

Assistant Director, Cooperative : 

Extension .Service \ 
University of Nebraska , 



'East-West Gateway Alea Director 
University "o£ Missouri - St. Xouis 



/ 



* - Group Leader, Families and Consumers 
U.Si Departfifent of Agriculture, „ SEA 

* * « s * 

Proflssor, Family* Social 'SCishcea 
^ University of Minnesota >• /< 

• * m 

\ Assistant Dean, Home Economics 
, \ Extension ^ ^ f 
* ^ Pyrdue University 



NORTHEASTERN? Philadelphia. fo, Drexel University, April 17, 198tt 



Local Planning Committee 



Beatrice M. toy, C^ai^an-and 
PjCdgram.^rtif^pant 



Alexander D£t>ere 
Anne Ko2ik '» 4 



Marjorie Rankin 

also Program Participant 



Jacqueline* Wirth ' 



I ° ■ 

jERIC 




^Position 

Chairman, Home Economics Exffensio 
Rutgers UniVerSity} 

Dean,* College of Human Resources 
JJni^erstty of Delaware ^ 

.President^ Pennsylvania Home 

Economics ^Association v 
^alvern, PA , • f 

Deqn , * , ^ 

Nesbitt College « \/ • 
DtSxell Unpetsity ^ . '* / 

Extension Home Economist 
Pennsylvania^ State Extension ■ . 
Service 



\ 
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y 



Other I'roaraflfoarticipants 
filsie Fetterraan -< m % 



Peter Hollander 



Sarah L. iiagiiing 



Corrine H. Robinson. 



Sara Taubin 



Position 

• Assistant- Director of Extension for 

* Home 'Economics 1 . 

> , « » 

• Cooperative Extension Service 

, University of Massachusetts * 

Director*, Solar Energy Projefct 
Franklin 'Research Center 
s Philadelphia, PA • . 

Professor and Chairperson, Consumer 
f . Studies and- Home Economics 

State UniVersi^y College $t Buffalo, 

\ m * 

Professor of Nutrition Emeritus 
Nesbitt College 
Drfexel University 



ty\ 



James E. Van Horn 



, Associate Processor, Human Behavior 
- and Development 
Nesbitt College * 
DreXel University ^ \ v 

^ ^ 4 

Family Sociology Extension 

Specialist and As/ociat^ \ " ' 
Professor of' Rural Sociology 
\ Pennsylvania State University, 



SOUTHERN, Atlanta, GA\*' ftamada Inn, April 23, 1980 
Local Planning Comrftlctee 



Emily Quinn Pou, CI 
and Program Par 




Wanda <3rog$n 



> 



R • 



~- ^Dorothy Tate 



Alva Youhgner v 

also Prpgram Participant 

\ 



Position + 

Dean, College of Home Economics 
k University of Georgia 

Home Economics 'Program Specialist 
Georgia Center; for feontijming 

Education 
University of Georgia' ' m 

Assistant Director:! Home Eccmomiqs 
Cooperative J&tejision Service * ' 

Auburn University 1 

v 

Assistant Director! Hpmp Economics 
Cooperative Extensipn service 
< Univer^&^p* Georgia 




Other Progr^mf participants ^ , ,g 



V # ^Rancy Belck 



Sandy "Ho^and 



Position *' 

Dean, College pf -Home Eco^mics 
University of Tennessee 

Extension: Specialist, Energy 

Conservation 1 
Cooperative Extension Service 
University of Kentucky* 



Yvonne Jackspn 
ft % • 

Sharon Pri« e -Bo nham ^ 



Ava Rodders 



Nutrition Specialist , 
Alabama Cooperative Extension 

Service 
Auburn University 

Associate Prpfessor 

Child £t Family Development 

Department / 
College of Home Kconom^ps * 
University of Georgia 

m 

Assistant Deputy Administrator 

Family^EducationT 

SEArEx tens ion f 4 

U\s* Department of Agriculture 



WESTERN, Seattle, WA, -SEA-TAC Airport, March 28, 1980 



,0: 



Local Planning Committee 

a 4 

Margaret Hard, Chairman and 
"Nprogram Participant _ 

Patricia Co oilcan 1 , 



'cie<ntiall 



I 



rta-D,* Hill 

lso Program Participant 



Position 

V ~ ^^^^ _ 

, Chairman, Home Economics, 
Research Center. 
Washington State University 

* * 

; Assistant Director! Family 
* Education % 
Cooperative Extension Service 
Oregon State University 

^JState Leader:, Family Living , 
^ Program ***v 
*> ^Cooperative Extension Service- 
Washington State University 

Dean, College 0f Home Economics 
, Washington State University 



• ' \ 

Director, Home and Family Life < 

* Education 
State Superintendent of Public 
Instruction, Olympic, f WA 

Dean, College of Home Economics 
* Colorado State University 

Administrator, Cpnsumer 

Services Division 
Salem. OR 

. % 1 

Position 
* 

President, Washington State 
Extension Homemakers Council 

Program .Coordinator, Program 

Planning Staff 
_U*S* Department of Agriculture, 



* Tiancy Johnson* ' 
f'-also Program Participant 

* 

Helet^lcHugh 
also Program Participant 

Caroline Wilkins 
. also Program Participant 

Other Program^ Participants* * 
Elda Armstrong & 

^Riise (Jentfy 



Nancy ftaugland 



Consultant, Community Relations 

Departmeht 
Pacific 'Power and Light Company 
Portland, OR 
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# 

9:50* 



10:10 



11:00-2:55 



3:00 , 
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Coffee 



Apenda far Action and Input 

Bea Lithcrland*. Arrangements Chairperson 
Dean, College of Home Economics 

University of Missouri-Columbia * £ 

USDA perspectives on New Initiatives for Home Econocy.cs . 
Frances Magrabi, Group Leader, Families and Consumers 
United States Department of Agriculture . 

National Steering Cotnmittee perspectives on New Initiatives 
fdr Home Economics 



Roberta Sward f \ Steering Committee Member 
Assistant Direjit^fr of Cooperative gxtetitflon 
University of Nebraska-Lincoln 



"A 



New Initiatives Neecte, Viewed from the Perspective of : 

RESIDENT INSTRUCTION " • 

Norma Bobbltt, Assistant Dean 
College of Human Ecology 
Michigan State' University 

RESEARCH 

Hamilton I. McCubbin, Professor and Chair 
Family Social Science 
College of 'Home Economics 
University of Minnesota 

EXTENSION 

Dama Wilms ' 

'Assistant Dean, Consumer and Family Sciences 
Purdue University 

USER GROUPS 

Jieryl Lycan, Area Director 
University of ^Missouri Extension 



St* Louis, Hie 
Discussion Groups 



souri 



Lunch will be served in McHaJion l 8* 

Groups will be called at staggered intervals so that lunch • % 
will not consume* too much working time* 

JJew Initiatives for Home Economics; Summing Up— King Henry VIII Room 

• \ ■ * ' 

Adjourn, * i ^ 
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FRAMEWORK FOR DISCUSS!^ , * ' *\ K ' 

The Context # . * - . / 

All participants should be encouraged to present their suggestions, questions, 
'ideas, proposals, examples, assessments, arguments and. doubts* Because time ia 
limited, however, the issues should be within the parameters suggested 'by the 
followihg factors: « ■ 

a. USDA's responsibility' as the lead agency in the Federal Government fqr 
the food an'd, agricultural sciences (which includes home economics, human nutrition, 
and family lif e) 



b. Current {and future) national economic problems arid social issues within 
e domain of home economics; and / - - 



c. Home economics ^ unique present and potential contribution to preventing 
and solving auich* problems. •* , 



Some Criteria 



Each, recommendation fcJt a new initiative should be subjected to the following 
examination:- * . 

1. is -it' important \ really important? Why? 

2. Does it address jan urgent national economic problem or social issue? * 
^ 3 b Is it withiji ther domain of, home economics? 

4. Can it be implemented^ How?: * 

5. Is iX focussed? Is- it specific? ^ 

*6„ Who -±s the target populati6ft? Why is this an important group to serve? • 
m ' 7. Does*it crosscut and integrate among content areas? ' 
8. Does it provide for collaboration of new research and education efforts?. 
* • / 

In Summary t - + » » * » 



The group's discussion should eventually yield # responses (consensus?) to the 
broad questions below. ^ 

*' * 

1 # . What mqjor\ initiatives in home $ponomics research, extension, and 
teaching should be emphasized? *~ 

2. What specif id aspects should be 'stressed? 
. 3. Who should be served, on a. priority basis* ' \ 

4. Why are these initiatives, and those populations given priority? 
* 5,. HQw bight these initiatives be implemented? < 

~* 

Specific Objectives for the 1890's 

fhe responses to the above questions should shape the specific objectives for 
hojae economics research, extension, 3 ' and teaching in the current dec^e* 



> SUMMARY SHfiET: GROUP AND INDIVIDUAL - = ' " 

Thrust *Ar6a . * " " > ' ' » ■ ?» y ' ' r ,, 

'Leader - * Recorder ^ 'N^ "V" / 

. . . . - , 7 ■ ^ — • 

I Other members of the group: ^~ 



1. 



Initiative (s) deemed most important: (can identify by letter or description 
use^ in paper, if appropriate). f * # # * * 1 ; 4 



2. Specific aspects to be stressed: k , 

" 3* Target population to be served! • » 

■ ' 

. . . • \ • ' k 

4. Reasons for assigning, priority to this (these) initiatives): (Cite 

examples, if appropriate). 

5. * Suggestions for implementation": 

• i 

6. Specific objective(s) fot the 1980 f s: 

■ * 

. Individual Assessment 

■ ■ 

*' I v Name Title, Organization " Date * 

Your opinions are important to the assessment and decision process. After reviewing 
the supporting, documents, considering other reliable sources 6f information, and 
participating in the* day 1 s discussions, please evaluate each proposed "initiative" 
following the outline given.^ Identify by thrust and letter or description,* tfee 
"initiative 11 being assessed (e.g., "Family Efon. Stability & Security, B"). Use 
a^separate sheet for eaclv/ , inltiativeiL M 4 ^ 



Hew Initiative: 



1, Identify specific aspects of the "initiative" which should be stressed or ignored. 

• * i 

2. Suggest ways home economics can tackle the issue to prevent and solve pertinent . 
| problems. s 1 ' 

3* Assign rating to the "initiative" according to the srcale below. 

J fr3 4 5 1 \ ®"~ 9 

fluff useful . desirable essential , N crucial 

x , 
4% Indicate why you r^ted the "initiative" as you did. 

- . • / ^ 1 

^pther comments and suggestions: (Use other side of street) 4 ^jf 
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? ^ - .< 

^*>-^|oles, William * mm f+* ^ 
' t-^^ijBtant Professor of Housing 
De^atjtnient of Consumer Affairs > 
i&t Auburn" l&tyers^ty 

* **sAufcurn, At*36B30 / 

> N ^ # V* 

* Carter,* gloise 
. Head 

Department of Home Economics , 
^^_Tu§kegee Institute 

Tuskegpe Institute, AL 36088 



- "Crenshaw, Mary A. ' ' * 
Dean . . 

School^ of Home Economies' 

"^^he University of Alabama 

Unf^fersity, AL 3548*$ .„ 

Dawson, 3ames I. 
^Associate Dean 

ribusiness Education ' 
Alabama A & M "University 
'Huntsv^lle, AL 35762 



. Fick, Bessfe^D, 
Professor -and -Head / m § 
Department of Nutrition and 

* Autiurn Un^gersity 
Auburn, AL%5 - 830 • , 

Galtfc|tith, Ruth 
pean ^ 
, School of Home Economics 
Auburn University 
A%rn/ AL 36830 * \' 

Hammer, Jommie _ • if 
Efepartment Coordinator ■ 
Human Development & Family Life 
School Qf Home Economics 
University of Alabama « 1 
P.O. Box 1488 ' * 
University, AL 25486 



Jackson, Yvonne /t* . 

Nutrition Specialist 
Alabama Cooperative Extension 
9 Service" ^ f « 

Auburn University 
- 207 tfuncan Hall 
Auburn, AL 36830 

JohnsoA, Beulah 
President 
AAUW . , 
P,<r. v Box 96 

Tuskegee Institute, AL 36088 

* * 
Langley, Nina ^ 
Vice President 

Alabama Extension Homemakers 

Council " • ' 
Route 1, Box 354 
Lafayette, AL 36862 

r 

. Pure ell Mary Lou ^ 

Professor & Department Head 
Family & Child Development 
* Department 
Auburn University 
Auburn; AL 36830 \ 

Rouse, 4 R. 'Dennis 
Dean and Director 
School of Agriculture 
Agricultural Experiment 
Station 

♦ * Auburn University 

I Auburn, AL* 36830, , % 

* yZft , 

tfate* Dorothy * , 

Assistant Director , , Home Economics 
Cooperative Extension Service r 
Auburn University 
Duncan Hall 
/* Aubutn, ^AL 36830 v 

balden, filp/Pk + / , 
Project Director * * - 
Commission ogi, Agihg Project 
/-SchooJ^of tfpme Economics 
' * Auburn Uniyfcrsity^ • ■ 

Aufcutn< AL 36830 



White, Harold C. / 
Energy Coordinator , * J- * 
iiacon* Count/ Community Wdt iOty 
312 E., Vwth9ide Street 
Tuskegee, AL' 36083 



Shipman, Betty > 
WomenVs, $tapittee 
Arkansas Farm % Bureafc 
Route Li Sox 204 
Patf&iale, AR 71661 



< ARKANSAS 

Arnpld, Mary H* , 
County Extension Agent 
Hoae Economics Leader 
P*0. Box 486 
Lake Village, AR y 653 

*Berkemeyer, Sue 

Vice-C^airaan 
' Women's (Jpmmittee 

Arkansas Farm Bureau 

4503 Galla Rodk V 

Atkins, AR 72823 # 

Brannan, Betty Jean a . 
State Leader 
Home EcoA$nics 

Arkansas. Cooper at iye Extension— . 

Service ^ 
•University *of Arkansas / 
Little -Rock, AR j&203» 

• : n * 

Dixon, Betty 

President . " ' * % 

Arkansas Extension Homemakers 
£oute S\ , N 

Rose Bud; AR' 72137 + V* 

* ' / • / ^ 

Hardy, Glenn * ' 

Dean" * * 
College of Agriculture and 

Home Economics ■ * 

University of Arkansas 
'Agriculture Building 205 
F^etteville, AR 72701 

Larery, Dorothy* x { t 

Head % ' / 

Department of Home •Economics ? J 
yniversity of Arkansas 
-Fayetteville, AR 72701 , , • 



FLORIDA 



\ 



Ha$Jcier,^a<flne 
Associate Professor * ' ' 

,Honte Economics 
Univerqfrty of Florida 
3002 McCarty Hall 
Gainesville, FL 32611 " 

*Mi?htz, Betty T. 
President-Elect 
Florida Extension Homemakers 
7218 Judd* W^y 
Orlando, FL 12807. 

Moore, Mary A: 

Extension/Home Economics Agent 
2350 i^Michigan Avenue 
Orlando, FE 32806 



Morrill, Olive 
Assistant Dean and Chairman 
Rpmfc Economics Programs 1 
University of Florida 
3001 McCarty Hall - IFAS 
Gainesville, FL 32611 | 

Sitton, Margaret 

Scnool of Home Economics 
Florida State University 
- Gainesville, FL 32611 
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, GEORGIA t . 

Albright, Carol 
Public Relations Department * 
llch's Department .Store 
P.O. Box 4539 
* Atlanta, GA 30302 , 
i 

Bauerband,, Jean G, 

Fulton Coupty Extension Agent 

Extension Service 

Room 506/ 

L65 .Capital Avenue 
Atlanta, GA 30303 * 

Brown, Amanda J« 
Extension Home Economist 
Educational Methods * 
' P.O. Box 1209 
Tlfton, GA 31794 * 



Conteh, Dorothy Burn^ 
Chairperson 

Division of 4iome Economics 
Fort Valley State College 
102 Powell Street 
Fort Valley, GA 31030 , 



Kesler, Mary Faye 
Georgia Honemakers 
Route 3 

Carnesville, GA 30521 

Lasseter, Ida 
f Extension Hmr^ Economist* 
. Cooperative Extension Service 

P.O. Box 4061 'FUSE 

Fort Valley, GA 31030 



McKay, Joyce 
Ta 



Family Health Unit, NIH • 
" U.S. Public Health Service 
Suite 1221 

101 Marietta Street 4 
' Atlanta, GA 30303 

Sf&hvga, Betfi 

- Aglfffc Planning ,pivision . 
^Atlanta Regional Commission 
* 230 Peachtree Street, NW 

- Suite 200 • 4 
Atlanta, GA 30303 
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Morrow, Joyce ' 
Administrative Assistant 
Marketing AJiofae Service # . 
* Department 

' Atlanta Gas Llfeht Company 

|p..O. $ox 4569 
Atlanta, GA 30303 

Padgett, Joy 
County Extension Agent 
P.O. Box 88 
Cedartown, -GA 30125 . 

Pelsher ? Ann V. ' 
Coordinator - EFNEP 
( University of Georgia Extension 
Service 
Ath'ens, GA 30602 

Pou, JEolly Qulnn 
Dean 

College of Home Economics 
University of Georgia 
Dawson Hall 
Athens 5 GA 30602 • 

Cooper, Jean ■ 
Chairman 

Home Economics Department 
Morris Brown College 
3295 Toney Drive " * 
Decatur, GA 30032 

Deal, Therry N. 
Chairman 

Department of Home Economics* 
- Georgia College 

Milledgevillfj, GA 31061 

* 

Duman, Mildred J. 
* State Chairman / ' . 

Georgia Farm BureaM for Women 
1723 Elbert* Road 
Warner Robbins,\GA 31093 * 

Grogan> "ite^da i • ^ 

% Hotqe Economics Program 

Specialist k 
Georgia ^Center for Continuing 
. Education 

University of Georgia - 
4 • Athens/ GA 30602 . 
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Herring, Leah J. 
Supervisor 

Division Customer Education 
Georgia Power Company , 
P.O/ Drawer fC 
Rome, GA 30105" 

H1J.1, Louise' 
« Women's Coordinator 
Georgia Farm Bureau 
Box -7068 * * 
' Macon, G^ x 31211 , ' 

Jones, Bess 

President-Elect \ 
Georgia Homemakers Council .. 
\ Box 7' 

Matthews, GA 30818 

Kpllogg, Gloria 
President 

Georgia Home Economics Association 
' Route 8, Hembridge Hill 
Canton, £A 3011$ 

Youngner,Alva \ 

Assistant Director, Home Economics 
- .Cooperative Extension Service 

University of Georgia / 

Hoke Smith An^ex 
4 4 Athens. GA 30602 



KENTUCKY 

w 

Brookshire, Margie 

* President 

Kentucky Extension Advisory- 
Council % 
Box 209 1 
Hardftujjurg, KY 40143 j 

Davis, Karfen 

* President- 

Stafe Apsociatij/n of Extension 

Home Economics. 
Box 128* Farm 1 Bureau building 
** 400 Main Street 

Faltoduth, Ipt 41040 ' * 
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* ' Holland, Sandy 

Extension Specialist, Energy 
Cphservation 

* Cooperative" .Extension Service 
<* University of Kentucky 
" Room 132, Ag. Engineering. 

Buiidipg 

Lexington, KY 40506 

* * 
Stewart, Marjorie 
Dean ' * 

College of Home Economics 
University of Kentucky 
107 Erikson Hall 
Lexington, KY 40506 . 

Tlchenor, .Doris 
Associate Director 
Home Economics' Extension 
University of, Kentucky 
Lexington, KY 40506 * 

Wallace, Settle 
President 

Kentucky Extension Homemakers 
^ Association 
Route 2, Box 46 
Princeton, Kt 42445 

Prlce-Bonham, Sharon * ' 

Associate Professor 
Child & Family Development 
D epartment 
College of Home Economics - * 
University of 'Georgia * 

Athens, GA 30602 

i 

Reagor, Jane : " 
Instructor* Housing and 
Interior Design 
orgla Southern College 
\ll Valley Circle 
Stat^sboro, GA 30460 
' r 

Rogers, Nancy ; 
Information Specialist 
Georgia Department of Agriculture 
Capitol Square 
Atlanta, GA 30334 
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Smitfa Sued* ■ , ^ 

Home T^lioirftt^ ^ > . 




oMasingale, Eula M/ 

4 College of Home Economics 
Southern 'University 
P.d/Bpx 9217 
Baton Houge, LA, 70813 
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Spates, Joye H. ir -'• % ' 
# „ District ^ent ' 

Home Ecqfc^icg v , 

.yniversity of Georgia # 
Cooperative Extension Service 



**? Suite 335 



3951 Snapfinger Parkway 
Decatur, GA 30035 4 , 

^ ^Weather ly, Cindi 
^120 Sherwood Drive * 

* WatkinsyU^e, GA 30677 

, - 

Yeatts, Pearl ine 
m - Associate* Prof essor 
Education Psychology • 
College of Education* 
> University of Georgia 
Athens, GA 30602 

Weeks, 0'ljeal ' 
Associate Professor 
Family Studies 

* University of Kentucky 
Lexington, KY %0546 



■ LOUISIANA* >. ' 

* 

Hodgkins, Betty Jane 
' State Agent Ipx Home Economics 

Louisiana State University 
( Knapp Hall' m 
'Baton Rouge, LA '70893. . 



Quant A ;Brenda* 

* Louisiana Hunger Coalition 
>9 203 Caroridelet Street 

" Suite 80V 

JJJew Orleans, LA 70130 

Sailor, Patricia J* 
Director . 

School of Home Economics 
t> Louisiana Slate University 

* Baton Rouge, LA 70803 



MISSISSIPPI . 

Alexander-Elmore,* Patsy 
President-Elect 
Mississippi Home Economics 
- Association 
Box 496 

University, MS 38677 # 
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Fortenberry, Frances * 

Assfs^apt to State Leader 

Kom& Economics -Programs & Housing* 

Specialist 
Cooperative Extension Service , > 
Mississippi State University 
P.O. Box 5405 

Mlssissippr State* MS 39762 

Jones, Alpha - • # 
CHairperson 

Department of Home Economics 
Alporn State University 
Lcfrman, MS ^39096 . 

Snyder, Jean K. - 
Head • 

Department of Home Economics. " 
Mississippi State UjilXtertslty 
P.O. Drawer HE 
Mississippi State, MS 39/62 
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NORTH CAROLINA 

Ambrun, L. F., Jr. . 
Chairmaq L 

North Carolina .Agricultural 
-Extension Council 
Box 207 ' 
Edenton, NC 27932 

Cofer, Eloise S. 
Assistant Director for Home 

Economics • 
North Carolina Agricultural 

Extension Service 
Bqx 5097 s * ' * • 

Raleigh, NC 27607 

• 

Herman, Gldnda M. ■ 
Extension Housing Specialist 
North Carolina State University 
210 Ricks Hall. 
Raleigh, 'NC 27607 



Holoman, Katherine fl. ' 

Executive Director 

North Carofina Council on Social 

Services, Inc. 
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Raleigh, N<?- 27602 

Ktiz, Geoxge^J. - 
Assistant Director 
North Carolina Agricultural 

Research Service 
North, Carolina State University 
Raleigh, NC 27650 

Ovens, Betsy 
President 

North Carolina Home Economics 
r Association 
109 S. Main Street 
Rocfcy Mount, NC. 27802 

Schiller, Elizabeth L." 

Assistant Professor 

North Carolina Dietetic - - 
Association . ' 
# School t of JKome Economics 

University of North Carolina ^ 
'Creansboro, NC 27408 
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Shoffner, San^M., *.' - ,^,^6* 

Director* ■ • -A. '.; •'• *' C 1' 



Home Economics Center .for **? ■ .'A. i^*'"? ; 

Research ' " 

School of Home Eccfaomics. J///*,-,? 
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. Green9borb, NC 27412 , 

Whitfield^ 'Marguerite : + 
President' \ * • 

9 North Carjil^ia Exteri^rt^ •/ 
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■Route 4, Box"317"i *- J 
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Wiser, Be^ty H. fci " 1 
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Oklahoma State University, 
P.O. Box 3627 * 
Enid, OK .73701 ' * " 
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Director. 

Center for Consumer Servlpes 
Oklahoma State University 
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Cooperative ExtensiQn Service 
Cleason University m p/ * 
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Clemson Extension Service 
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Program 
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Development Extension 
Clemson University 
240 P & AS Building 
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• University of Tennessee 
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University of Tennessee 
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' State University * * - 
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■NASULGC 

NIH 
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Cooperative Extension Service (in states) 

Consumer Price Index _ 

_ .. » * 

Current Research Information System 
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Community Services Administration 

Department of Energy 
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Extension Committee on Organization and J 
Policy I 
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Extension Management Information System 
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Experiment Station Committee on Organization 
and Policy * * 1 



Fiscal Year * 

Family, Youth, Child Administration "(sic) 

*- ■ * I 

Home Economics Research Assessment Planning; 
Projections (References, Jtem 38) ', 

Home Economics Research Project Inventory ^ . 
(References, Item 27). • t 

Department of Health, Education and Welfare* 
(Nov, Department of Health and Human Services 
and 'Department of Education) \ 
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Department of Health and Human Services j 

Joint CauncJ.1 on Food and Agricultural Sciences 

Kindergarten through -twelfth grade 

National Association of State Universities! and 
Land Grant Colleges 
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* State Agricultural Experiment Stations' an3 
other cooperating institutions 

Science and Education Administration, 
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Agricultural Research, SEA 
Cooperative Research; SEA 
Cooperative Extension** SEA 
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Technical Information System, SEA* . - 
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Scientist* Year - 
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National Agricultural Research and Extension 
Users Advisory Board 
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